


. OF 


nd up. 
THER 


it. per 


im, 
om all 


ary, 


give 
Seven 
nt. per 
ger, 


arge 
‘est at 
ims of 
il), on 


Hon. 
gents, 
upany 
ricule 
liqui- 


aring 
ry for 


rming 
“navi- 


dings 
ms to 


ment, 
works 
share 
over. 
Land: 
their 
rietly 
of the 
nmis- 


r, 3, 
ry, 
‘clock 


ry. 


3 of 
come 
rlaud 
tance: 
made 


ds), 
issue, 


ow % 








Mar. 24,1866. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


481 














te Subscription to the Souicirors’ JouRNAL is—Town, 
96s.; Country, 283., with the WEEKLY ReEporTER, 52s. 
Payment in advance includes Double Numbers and 

e. 

sheribore can hawe their Volumes botind at the Offce—cloth, 
9s, 6d.; half law calf, 4s. 6d. 

All Letters intended for publication in the ‘‘ Solicitors’ Jowr- 
nal” must be authenticated by the name of the writer, 
though not necessarily for publication. 


difficulty is in procuring the Journal with 
spo rity in the Provinces, it is requested that application 
be made direct to the Publisher. 








Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, MARCH 24, 1866. 
—>—— 

Ox WEDNESDAY last the Lord Chancellor, at the sit- 
ting of tle full Court of Appeal, mentioned the case of 
the London Indiarubber Company, an order to wind-up 
which has been made. In the course of the observations 
which he had made Lord Cranworth referred to the Acts 
of 1856 and 1862, and remarking upon the difficulty of 
reconciling some of the clauses his Lordship said he should 
not like to apply to an Actof Parliament language which 
Lord Mansfield was reported to have used in reference to 
the construction of wills, namely, that judges were fre- 
quently placed in the position of being “ the autho- 
ried interpreters of nonsense;” but it could not be 
doubted that there was sometimes considerable incon- 
gruity in legislative enactments. 

At the rising of the Court his lordship informed the 
bar that he should sit on Monday, Tuesday, and Wed- 
nesday next, for the purpose of continuingthe arguments 
in McIntosh vy. The Great Western Railway Company, 
the lengthiness of which case, his Lordship added, was 
throwing the rest of the business of the Court into arrear. 








WE HAVE RECEIVED from the solicitors to the Palace 
of Justice Commissioners, a letter designed to set us right 
in regard to an error into which thése gentlemen 
supposed, looking at our observations of last week,* that 
we had fallen. They assunte that those observations 
were meant to reflect on their conduct as illiberal and 
improper, and they hasten to vindicate themselves by 
statements which, had we their permission to publish 
them, would tend to show that such is not the fact. 

But, in truth, we never supposed that it was so,and never 
intended in the smallest degree to reflect hostilely on the 
conduct of their business by the commissioners. If these 
gentlemen will take the trouble of comparing our original 
notice ¢ of the institution of their court, the letter of our 
correspondent, “A Solicitor, &c.,”{ and our remarks 
thereon, with the observations on which they comment, 
they will see that all we meant to say was that, as a 
matter of fact, the compulsory purchase of so much land 
must create a great deal of litigation; and that, unless 
the commissioners betrayed their trust as guardians of 
the public money, a large number of cases would have to 
go to a jury: 

We know that more than one railway company found 
itself obliged, in self-defence, never to make any sub- 
stantial tender at all, because such tenders merely served 
as a starting point for juries to increase from; and we 
thought it at least possible that the commissioners might 
be advised to take the same course. We have long been 
of opinion that a similar course is the best policy for the 
defendants in salvage suits in the Court of Admiralty, 
and certainly never intended to express any disapproba- 
tion of the proceedings in Moss’s case. 

The commissioners will in every such case have to pay 
the costs, and itis for them to consider whether the 
saving in the purchase-money will cover the necessary 
expense; and this is in our opinion the only, or at any 


* 10 Sol. Jour. 453. t 10 Sol. Jour, 335, 
$ 10 Sol. Jour, 366. 








rate the principal, thing for them to consider. It is 
their duty to be just and fair; but they have no right 
to be “liberal ” with public money. 





OUR READERS will find in another column a report of 
a decision of Mr. John Maurice Herbert, the judge of 
county courts in circuit No. 24, which, for utter disregard 
of all the principles of the law as administered in the 
superior courts, bids fair to rival the celebrated county 
court judgment known as “My Aunt’s Case.” We have 
not space, nor is it necessary, to comment at length upon 
the decision in the case of Hinckley v. Williams, to which 
we allude; to any of our readers who are at ll acquainted 
with equity practice it will be sufficient to read the 
report; we must, however, observe that dourty court 
judges, if they desire to continue invested with the autho- 
rity lately conferred on them by Parliament, must study 
to preserve at least a decent show of administering justice 
in this branch of their jurisdiction according to the prin- 
ciples of the Court of Chancery. This is the third 
county court decision which has appeared in our columns 
within the last two months, which only requires to be 
stated to insure its reversal at the hands of Vice-Chan- 
cellor Kindersley. 


THE DECISION of the Boston Election Committee adds 
one to the legal strength of the House, Mr. Staniland, 
solicitor, being reinstated in the seat, vice Mr. Parry, con- 
tractor, unseated on a scrutiny. 





IN THE CASE OF Prioleau v. The United States of 
America, which promises to be a cause celébre, a motion of 
an unusual character was made yesterday before his Honour 
Vice-Chancellor Wood. It is a cross bill to the bill of 
United States v. Prioleau, 138 W. R. 1066, and Mr. Rolt, 
Q.C., moved ex parte (in order to obtain discovery from 
the President of the United States) for leave for sub- 
stituted service of the cross bill on the solicitor who 
appeared for the plaintiffs in the original suit. His 
Honour, having referred to the well-known case of King 
of Spain vi: Machado, 4 Russ. 225, granted the leave asked. 





The LEGISLATURE of Virginia has just passed a resoln- 
tion authorising the city of Williamsburgh to send to 
London for a certified copy of its lost charter. The 
circumstances are, perhaps, unprecedented, and the case 
supplies a curious exemplification of the relition still 
existing, by the mere force of history, between this 
country and the States. The ofiyinal chartet of the city 
of Williamsburgh (the political capital of Virginia, in 
pursuance of the remarkable rule which has, with one 
exception, placed the seat of government in the United 
States in towns of minor importance) was granted by 
letters patent of William and Mary, and bore their royal 
seal. It was dated about 1698, the time of the abandon- 
ment of the Jamestown colony, and the removal of the 
seat of government to Williamsburgh,“ which was a 
more healthy place, and not so much pestered with 
mosquitoes.” It had been carefully preserved in 
Williamsburgh, not merely as a relic, but ds & part of 
the history of the venerable town. It was removed by 
General Wise in April, 1863, and brought to Richniond, 
and deposited in the State Court-house for safe keeping, 
where it was destroyed in the conflagration of the 3rd of 
April, 1865; 

Being letters patent under the great seal, the record 
will, of course, have been inrolled in the petty bag office, 
and thence an exemplification can be obtained upon 
application to the Court of Chancery, which will, so far 
as any practical object is to be served, be as good as the 
lost original; but we fancy that, after all, the value of 
the charter was principally sentimental, and in this 
point of view we doubt if any modern document will 
console the citizens of Williamsburgh for the loss of the 
old parchment to which they have clung with affection, 
in spite of their rejection of the authority from which 
alone it derived its efficacy. 

21 
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JupGE KERR, who has given such valuable informa- 
tion relative to the causes of the discontent in Jamaica, 
is, we are informed, a brother-in-law of Mr. Alfred 
Tennyson, the poet laureate. 


AT THE MANCHESTER AssizzEs the number of prisoners 
convicted of “garroting” was large, and Mr. Justice 
Lush adopted the plan used on a similar occasion by Mr. 
Baron Bramwell, and deferred passing sentence until the 
end of the assizes, when he had them all up at once. 
Besides several women, who were sentenced to various 
terms of penal servitude, seven men were sentenced to 
ten years and eighteen lashes, one to fifteen years and 
twenty-four lashes, one to ten years and twenty-four lashes, 
and two to seven years and eighteen lashes. We learn 
from the Manchester Ewaminer that the convicts are 
being flogged in batches of four a day. They “all 
suffered severely, and, with the exception of Jones, 
howled at the first half-dozen. Williams, who came last, 
and had probably heard the yells of the others, was 
moved, partly by his apprehensions, and partly by the first 
fall of the lash, to complain to the surgeon that he was 
suffering from palpitation of the heart. On being ex- 
amined he was found rather full in flesh, but quite well, 
and he was accordingly sent back to the post. The 
governor (Captain Mitchell) had visited each convict in 
his cell, and considered the flogging had had a very 
salutary effect”? Such a lesson is a wholesome one for 
the “roughs” of such a large city as Manchester, and a 
reasonable use of the cat does more to protect the public 
than would the heaviest sentence of penal servitude with- 
out it. We differ from General Bennett, whose views on 
this subject our readers will find in another part of this 
number, and see no reason for being tenderer to a garotter 
than a negro. 


TUESDAY, the 20th instant, having been appointed by 
the Bishop of London as a day of humiliation for the 
cattle plague, to be observed in his diocese, it became a 
matter of conjecture whether the superior courts of law 
and equity would or not be closed on that day. - On 
Monday the Lord Chancellor expressed a wish that the 
equity courts and their offices should be closed at two 
o’clock; and having mentioned it in open court, he signed 
an order to that effect, to which, however, we believe, 
he desired the assent of the Lords Justices and the 
Vice-Chancellors. This order having been handed to 
Mr. Munro, the Senior Registrar, was, we understand, 
posted up in the registrars’ office, and thereupon Mr. 
Munro went off to consult the Lords Justices. Lord 
Justice Knight Bruce preferring to do a whole day’s 
work if he appeared at Lincoln’s-inn at all, objected to 
fall in with the views ofthe Lord Chancellor, After- 
wards it wasfound that the Accountant-General could 
not close his office, as he had made numerous engage- 
ments for sales and transfers, and payments, which could 
not be put off without creating immense confusion and 
dissatisfaction, Under these circumstances there was 
nothing for it but to represent matters tothe Lord 
Chancellor, who, by the time affairs had arrived at this 
stage had left his court and proceeded to the House of 
Lords. Thither the Senior Registrar had to follow, 
who, after a time, obtained an audience of his lordship. 
Ultimately the order was withdrawn, but not for some 
hours after its public announcement, as, with the best 
will in the world, there was no time to make the neces- 
sary arrangements, and no one seemed to care to throw 
away two hours out of a good working day. On Tuesday, 
therefore, all the equity courts and their offices were, in 
transatlantic phrase, “in full blast.” The judges of the 
superior common law courts sat in chambers as usual. 
At the Middlesex sessions both courts suspended their 
sittings from a quarter toeleven until a quarter past one. 

This latter appears to have been the most sensible plan, 
as it gave every one fan opportunity of attending divine 
service if he thought fit, and it was within the power of 
the Lord Chancellor or any of the equity judges to have 





done the like had they been so inclined. There are some 
matters of business which cannot be set aside for a day, 
or otherwise postponed even at the behests of a Lord 
Chancellor or a Bishop, unless time is given beforehand 
sufficient to give notice to parties concerned. In this 
case the notice was so short, and the Lord Chancellor 
seems 80 little to have known his own mind on the sub. 
ject, that although he evidenced a desire to observe the 
day he was absolutely powerless unless he chose to throw 
the machinery of his courts thoroughly out of gear, 


WE REGRET to have to announce the sudden death of 
J. Nicholetts, Esq., a solicitor well known and greatly re- 
spected throughout the county of Somerset, who has been 
found dead in his bed at his residence at South Pether. 
ton, Ilminster. The following account of the deceased 
gentleman is taken from the Dorset Chronicle :—Mr, 
Nicholetts was under-sheriff for this county for a period 
of twenty years; for sixty years he practised. as a solici- 
tor; he was clerk to the justices of the Ilminster, Crew. 
kerne, and Yeovil divisions, and also one of the commis. 
sioners of taxes for the Ilminster division. He was in 
his eighty-second year. An inquest was held on the body 
of the deceased gentleman on Friday (16th inst.), before 
W. W. Munckton, Esq., coroner, when a verdict of “ died 
from apoplexy, the result of natural causes,” was re 
turned. 


THE BANDA AND KIRWEE BOOTY. 

Most of our readers have seen in the newspapers dur 
ing the last few weeks reports of the proceedings in the 
Court of Admiralty under the above title, and may have 
gathered from the reports that the object of the proceed- 
ings was to ascertain the various proportions in which 
certain officers and soldiers in the British army ought to 
share in a large sum of money, amounting tp upwards of 
£700,000, being the produce of certain property captured 
during the Indian mutinies, and held to be “ booty of 
war.” Thatitwasnot an ordinary case was apparent from 
the great length to which the arguments extended, and 
from the fact that nearly all the most eminent members 
of the inner bar, and a large proportion of those of the 
outer bar, were engaged in it, nor can we wonder that 
those who considered themselves entitled to a share in so 
tempting a prize should spare no expense to establish their 
claims. Our present object is, however, not to discuss the 
relative claims of the various contending parties, which 
we gladly leave to the learned judge whose duty it was to 
hear the case, but to endeavour to throw some light on 
the circumstances which have led to the property becom- 
ing the subject of any claim at all. 

We may premise that property of the enemy taken in 
lawful war by the Queen’s forces becomes the property 
not of the forces who have captured it, but of the British 
Crown, The right of the previous owners having been 
divested by capture, the property vests in the nation, by 
whose authority and at whose expense the capture was 
effected. In the same way money paid by a defeated 
enemy by way of indemnity belongs not to the army but 
to the national exchequer. 

Any claim therefore which the Queen’s forces may have 
to booty or prize, whether captured on land or at sea, is 
merely a claim on the liberality of the nation, which, to 
reward the services of its soldiers and sailors, and to 
stimulate their ardour, grants to them either the whole 
or part of the value of the property captured, or in some 
cases a pecuniary reward. The rewards given to the 
British land forces have generally been of the latter de- 
scription, and have in India taken the form of a gratuity 
called “ batta,” the habits of modern times being opposed 
to the ancient practice of plundering the enemy’s country; 
but in maritime warfare the “food old custom” of tak- 
ing the enemy’s gonds and dividing them among the 
captors still prevails, and has, by the decisions of prize 
courts, been reduced to an organized international 
system, the principal feature of which is that, before any 
claim is admitted on behalf of the captors, it must be 
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established to the satisfaction of an impartial tribunal 
that the capture was lawful, and that the title of the 
original owner has become effectually vested in the 
Crown. 

The capture of booty on land, to any large amount, is 
of comparatively rare occurrence, and there is no tribunal 
specially charged with the adjudication of the rights 
either of the Crown or of the captors, in such cases. We 
understand that in the present case the Crown has ex- 

its readiness to divide the booty among the forces 
engaged, and has referred it to the learned judge of the 
Admiralty Court to decide on general principles as to the 
proportions in which they are to share. There has not, 
however, so far as we can ascertain, been any judicial 
sentence analogous to that of the condemnation of a 
maritime prize, by which the title of the Crown to this 
has ever been declared or confirmed, and the 
question to which we would now direct the attention of 
our readers is, therefore, an open question, viz., whether, 
and by what means, the property in question has become 
so vested in the British Crown as to entitle it to divide 
it among its land forces as booty of war. 

From inquiries which we have made on the subject, 
we have ascertained the following facts, which may be 
taken to rest on reliable authority. The property under 
dispute was capturcd at two places called respectively 
Banda and Kirwee. Banda is the capital of British 
Bundelcund, and is a wealthy and thriving town, and the 
entrepot of the cotton trade of that part of India, 
Kirwee is an unimportant village in the same district 
about fifty miles from Banda. The property in question, 
although the property of various owners may have been 
mixed up in it, was substantially the property of two in- 
dividuals of high rank and great wealth, called respec- 
tively the Nawab of Banda and the Nawab of Kirwee. 
The history of these two individuals is remarkable, and is 
as follows:— 

First, as to the Nawab of Banda—Towards the close of 
the last century, when the Mahratta power was in the 
ascendant, the Mahratta tribes invaded and conquered 
Bundelcund, and the Peshwah, or principal ruler of the 
Mahrattas, appointed his naturalson, Nawab Ali Bahadur, 
as his deputy, to rule the conquered province; which office 
became, as was often the case, hereditary. When, in 
1812, the British conquered Bundelcund, they deposed the 
existing Nawab, but left him to enjoy, as a private indi- 
vidual, his private fortune, which was of large amount, 
and they conferred upon him a perpetual pension of 
£40,000 a-year. 

In accordance with this arrangement the Nawab and 
his descendants continued to reside in their palace at 
Banda in great wealth, state, and dignity, but in the 
capacity of merely private individuals. Their fortune 
became largely increased by savings and accumulations, 
a great part of which they invested in Indian Govern- 
ment securities, thus testifying their confidence and 
interest in the permanence of the British Government. 

In 1857, at the time of the Indian mutinies, the title 
and property had devolved on a young man of twenty- 
three, who is still living. This young man had always 
been on friendly terms with the British authorities, and, 
but for the mutinies, would probably have continued to 
the present time.in the enjoyment of the property and 
pension of his family. 

Secondly, as to the Nawab of Kirwee—In the 
early part of the present century disputes arose at 
Poonah between two rival claimants for the office of 
Peshwah. The Duke of Wellington (then Sir Arthur 
Wellesley), who commanded the British forces in those 
parts, induced one of the contending parties to give way 
to the other, and retire to Kirwee, in. Bundelcund, on a 
pension of £80,000 a-year, which was guaranteed to him 
and his heirs by the British Government. This pension 
Was continued to his son, who lived in great wealth and 
state, and accumulated vast hoards of money, including 
® large amount of Indian Government securities, until 
1854, when he died without heirs of his body, and the 





\ 








pension lapsed, but the residue of the property devolved 
on his adopted son, then about eleven years of age. 

In 1857 the Bengal army mutinied, and, for a time, 
the British power ceased to exist throughout Bundelcund, 
which fell into the possession of the rebels. It was 
never proved in any judicial proceeding that either the 
Nawab of Banda or the Nawab of Kirwee were personally 
engaged in the mutinies, and even if such had been the 
case, the tender years of the Nawab of Kirwee would 
have saved him from being criminally responsible; but 
it may be admitted as a fact that they and their families 
sympathised with, and generally adhered to, the rebels. 
In fact, as the British had been driven out of the 
country, and the rebels were de facto in possession, the 
inhabitants of the country had no alternative but to 
adhere to them or to fly.* 

We now arrive at the events which have led to this 

claim, 
In 1858 the British armies, under the command of 
Lord Clyde, executed a combined movement on a gigantic 
scale, extending over the greater part of Central India. 
An important share of this combined movement devolved 
on the Madras army, under the command of General 
Whitlock, which marched from the Madras Presidency, 
through Bundelcund, to join Lord Clyde on the Ganges. 
The rebel armies gave way, and the principal inhabitants 
fied at the approach of the British, and General Whit- 
lock’s advance was not contested. In passing through 
Banda and Kirwee he found the houses of the two 
Nawabs empty, and a vast amount of property without 
any apparent owner. Assuming, with military prompti- 
tude, that the owners, although British subjects by birth 
and education, must be rebelsand traitors,t he burnt their 
houses and took possesion of their property, which was 
subsequently realized, and constitutes the bulk of the 
“ booty of war” in which so many generals and soldiers 
of renown are now claiming a share. 

The pensions and Government securities of the Nawabs 
do not, however, as we are informed, form part of the 
“booty,” but have been confiscated for the benefit of the 
Indian Government. 

This, we believe, is the origin and history of the booty 
in question, and we are far from saying that if Bundel- 
cund had been a foreign country, this proceeding, so far 
at least as it affected the moveable property found in the 
houses of the Nawabs, might not have been perfectly 
consistent, if not with abstract justice, at least with 
the usages of war. Ve victis is the motto of the con- 
queror. The inhabitants of an invaded country may sue 
the invader for mercy, but they cannot talk of right or 
justice. But, when we import into the case the awkward 
fact that the country in which this property was situate 
was as much part of the Queen’s dominions as the Isle of 
Man; that the owners of the property thus converted 
into booty were, and are at this moment, subjects of her 





* The statute of 11 Hen. 7, c. 1, would seemin principle, though 
not technically, to apply to this case, just as it is now admitted 
to have ey) if not technically, applied to the case of Sir Harry 


¢ We have been informed by one of the counsel aged in the 
case that the only evidence of participation in the rebellion by the 
Nawab of Kirwee, whicn nd in all the six volumes of documents 
which have beer put in evidence in this case, is contained in the 
following passage from a letter written by Mr. R. R. W. Ellis, the 
political assistant for Bundelcund, to Sir Robert Hamilton :— 

“ On arrival at the . Narain Rao and Madho Rao oc- 
cupied their own ——- under custody of a guard. 
The scene in the palace-yard presented the appearance of an arse: 
more than that of a private residence; numerous guns, about forty, 
I believe, of various calibre, were in the yard, and every description 
of iti of war, including muskets, belts, and Sepoys’ jackets 
of the Bengal infantry (50th and 67h regiments, also Scindia’s con- 
tingent), were also found in abundance. ee 

. ee beens oo in por a pe eeenet mie con- 
trol, and took charge of all property of every iption appertain- 
ing to the estate of Narain Rao o> f Madho Rao, and I am informed 
Mr. Mayne has been instructed to try them both. 

‘*This morning the force across the river en route to 
Banda, whither Narain Rao and Madho Rao accompanied it. The 
treasure and jewels are also about to be transported thither, the 
pone being occupied by a force under the command of Brigadier 





enter.” 


persons in question, whose title we believe to be Soubhadars of 
Tirohan, were, we tand, afterwards convicted of rebellion by a 
military court. 
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Majesty; that they have never been convicted by any 
legal tribunal of treason, or any crime involving for- 
feiture by English or Indian law; and that one of them 
was, at the time when the forfeiture (if any) must have 
been incurred, of an age which, according to the law 
both of England and India, would have exempted him 
from penal consequences; we find it difficult to repress 
certain unconifortable sensations when we read of the 
wholesale confiscation of their property. 

If General Whitlock and his followers had appropriated 
and divided the spoil on the spot in ancient fashion, as a 
great amount of “loot” was confessedly appropriated 
during the Indian campaigns, we should not havé thought 
it a subject for discussion in our columns; but when the 
spoilers, unable to agree upon a division of the plunder, 
apply to an English court of justice to assist them in so 
doing, we think that it can scarcely be called presump- 
tuous in us to ask, by way of preliminary inquiry, 
whether it is quite clear that the title of the former 
owners has been effectually put an end to. Looking on 
the facts from a legal point of view, we think the Indian 
Government are in a dilemma. If the Nawabs were 
alien enemies, they were not traitors, and the Govern- 
ment ought not, according to the customs of civilized 
nations, to have confiscated their funded property. If, 
however, they were British subjects, the Government had 
no right to confiscate their property at all, except after 
conviction by process of law. We leave it to the Indian 
Government to give us a solution of this difficulty. 

The above story suggests, however, several questions of 
interest to the legal and constitutional student, and 
among them the following: — 

Does the march of a British army through a British 
province, which has been, or is, in a state of insurrection, 
for the purpose of restoring the Queen’s authority, con- 
fer upon that army, as against the non-combatant 
population, the rights of foreign invaders, so as to 
deprive them of the protection of that very law which it 
is the mission of the army to restore? 

Does it authorise the commander of the army, not 
only to lay waste the country with fire and sword, which 
may, or may not, be a military necessity, but to confiscate 
for the ultimate benefit of himself and his soldiers the 
goods of the Queen’s subjects? 

If an ion were to break out in the west of 
Ireland, and the British Government were, in order to 
restore the Queen’s authority, to direct a combined move- 
ment of troops from three or four directions on the rebel 
camp, and one of these armies were, by accident or good 
fortune, to take possession of the houses of—say Mr. 
Monsell and Lord Inchiquin,* whom we may for the nonce 
suppose to have been suspected of being partizans of the 
rebels, but not to have been then, or subsequently, in- 
dicted for, still less convicted of, treason; would the com- 
mander of that army be authorised to burn down these 
houses and confiscate the goods found therein? Would 
these goods be in fact liable to forfeiture at all, and, 
whether liable to forfeiture or not, could they, being the 
property of British subjects, be regarded as “booty of war?” 

It cannot be said that the above example would not 
be analogous to the case we have above referred to, and 
as there is a disposition in these days to strain to the 
utmost the rights, not of the Crown exactly, but of the 
“ Executive,” we think the points we have above sug- 
gested not unworthy of consideration. 





EQUITY. 
IMPERFECT VOLUNTARY GIFTS. 
Jones v. Loch, L. C., 14 W. R. 149. 


The distinction between an imperfect voluntary gift 
and a complete declaration of trust, although usually 





these names because, while the loyalty of 
beyond question or suspicion, the fact that one is 
brother, and the other the brother-in-law, of the late William 
Smith O’ Brien, would have been, in 1848, evidence against them at 
least as cogent as that on which the nawabs in question appear to 
have been condemned to the plunderer. 





considered to be one of the main pillars of our equity 
system, is not easily realised in practice. Several of the 
cases decided on the ground that the grantor constituted 
himself a trustee for the intended grantee would appear 
to have been merely cases of imperfect legal transfers; 
and ¢ converso many donations of property have been 
held invalid, as being incomplete, which would appear 
to have had all the essentials of a declaration of trust. 
But, however hard it is to apply the doctrine in Zlison 
v. Ellison, 1 Wh. & Tu, Lead. Cas. 168, the doctrine itself 
is never referred to except with deference. 

The question whether a voluntary gift is incomplete 
appears to resolve itself finally into one of intention, and 
yet not to be divested of any portidn of its technicality; 
for the question in its ultimate form is whether the 
donor intended or not to pass the legal property to the 
intended doneé. Uniless he attempted to do so, it is 
clear that if at the same time he intended voluntarily to 
confer a gift upon the doneé, he intended to constitute 
himself a trustee, else he could have intended no benefit 
whatever for the donee. From these rules there results, 
not unfrequently, the strange anomaly that the miore 
earnest the intention of the donor is to pass the property 
in the subject of the gift to the donee, the less efficacious 
will it be in law, on the ground that an actual attempt 
was made to vest the property in the donee rebuts any 
presumption of a trust in his favour. The leading case on 
imperfect voluntary gifts (Antrobus v. Smith, 12 Ves. 39), 
discloses this legal paradox clearly enough. In that case 
A. B, made the following indorsement upon a receipt 
for a subscription in the Forth and Clyde Navigation:— 
“TI do hereby assign to my daughter, C. D., all my right, 
title, and interest, of and in the enclosed call, and all 
other calls, of my subscription in the Olyde and Forth 
Navigation.” What could be more explicit or plain than 
this indorsement; yet Sir William Grant, then Master of 
the Rolls, considered it insufficient either to pass the 
property or to constitute a declaration of trust. In 
Edwards v. Jones, 1 Myl. & Or, 226, the obligee of a bond 
indorsed it by a memorandum to a volunteer, to whom at 
the same time he delivered the bond; Lord Cottenham 
held that the gift was incomplete, and yet that there was 
no trust created. Numerous other cases to the like effect 
will be found carefully abridged and collated in 1 White 
& Tudor, 182, sqq. 

It is, we think, to be much regretted that the authority 
of Sir William Grant has exercised so much influence in 
the subsequent cases; for, although hasty gifts of property 
are to be deprecated, yet, so long as the law permits such 
dispositions to be made, the judges ought not to be so 
very astute in neutralizing almost every case of volun- 
tary gifte. These are seldom completed by legal tranfers, 
because to demand such would savour of covetousness 
and ingratitude on the part of the intended donee. These 
considerations, however, have had no weight with our 
equity judges, and any volunteer who has not a very clear 
case indeed will find little mercy. 

The doctrine in Antrobus v. Smith and the subsequent 
cases, although now too firmly established to admit. of 
dispute, yet is opposed to some very general principles of 
equity jurisprudence. A lease, for instance, executed 
before 1841 is void at law, if there was no lease for 
a year or livery: it is construed, then, wt res magis 
valeat, as a bargain and sale; but if uninrolled within 
due time, it is void, even as such, at law, by reason, 
of the Statute of Inrollments: it is good, however, 
as an equitable bargain and sale, on the ground that 
besides being intended to operate as an actual con- 
veyance, it was also sufficient evidence of a contract to 
satisfy the provisions of the Statute of Frauds. It is not 
easy to discover any very satisfactosy reasons why & 
similar principle was not adopted by Sir William Grant 
when the point was discussed before him. in Antrobus v. 
Smith; for, although volunteers are not favoured in 
equity, yet assignments both of equitable and legal 
choses in action have been held valid in favour of volun- 
teers, although nothing passed to them at law. 
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Lord Cranworth appears to be in an especial degree 
hostile to volunteers seeking the intervention of the Court. 
In the principal case, however, he has repudiated the 
dictum ascribed to him in Scales v. Maude, 4 W. R. 109, 
that a mere declaration of trust in favour of a volunteer 
would be inoperative. This alleged dictum has been in fact 
neutralized by the judgment of Lord Justice Turner in 
Milroy v. Lord, 8 Jur. N. 8. 808, and is inconsistent 
with all principle and analogy. In the principal case 
Lord Cranworth most judiciously observed that it is a 
very imperfect state of the law which permits parol dis- 
positions to volunteers of personal property to any 
amount. This department of our jurisprudence certainly 
needs reform. Personal property ought, with respect to 
all volunteers, charitable and otherwise, to be completely 
assimilated to realty, so far as regards the necessary 
forms of transfer. In the principal case Lord Cran- 
worth has indicated unusually strong tendencies to 
criticise closely parol gifts, and, in fact, we think, has 
strained the existing rules rather hardly against volun- 
teers. Indeed, as late as the 6th of December last, 


the Master of the Rolls, in De Hoghton v. Money, 14° 


W. R. 159, refused to set aside, in favour of a purchaser 
for value, a voluntary gift of an interest in land evidenced 
by an instrument not under seal, but left the parties to 
their legal remedies. j 

In the principal case a father, after his return from a 
journey, placed a cheque for £900 in the hands of his 
infant son, then nine months old, and said, in the pre- 
sence of the mother and nurse, “I give this to baby; it 
is for himself.” He added other observations in the 
most serious manner, clearly indicating an intention to 
provide for the infant. He locked the cheque up in an 
iron safe, and died a few days afterwards. His address- 
ing the infant in the manner stated was owing to the 
fact that he had a family by a previous wife, for whom 
he had provided; but there was no provision made by 
him for this infant, and he was at the time contemplating 
an alteration of his will, with the intention of bequeath- 
ing £1,000 to the infant, All these facts were most clearly 
established by the evidence, and not sought to be dis- 
proved; yet the Lord Chancellor held that there was 
neither a perfect gift nor a valid declaration of trust 
in favour of the infant, on the ground that a mere con- 
versation could not amount to a declaration of trust. As 
his Lordship’s decision was founded rather upon the 
weight which he attached to the evidence than upon any 
rule of equity, it is perhaps not open to much criticism in 
its legal bearings. It is settled, however, that a serious 
conversation may constitute an adequate declaration of 
trust of personalty; and, indeed, if the parent in 
the principal case did intend to constitute himself a 
trustee for the child, he could hardly have declared in 
non-legal parlance his intention more explicitly. The 
decision may, however, be supported upon established 
principles, upon the ground that the conversation only 
amounted to a declaration of what he intended to do by 
will, and failed to carry out. On the whole the case 
tends to take additional ground from under the feet of 
volunteers, who have already but a narrow locus standi 
either at law or in equity. 








LEGAL NOTES FOR THE WEEK. 


The notes of cases undor this heading are supplied by the gentlemen 
who report for the Weekly Reporter in the seversh courts. ] 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
March 3, 
BANNISTER v. LOVE, 
Administration suit—“ Pay and Divide”—Trust for 
conversion of realty, 
This was a suit to carry out the trusts of a will. 
The testator had left his property to trustees upon 
trust to pay and divide it among the parties therein 
mentioned, The will contained no power of sale, The 








testator died possessed of both real and personal property. 
The question was, whether the words pay and divide im- 
plied a trust for conversion of the realty. 

Lorp RomMILLy, M.R.—The words imply a trust for 
conversion. The point has been before me in a case of 
Waddington v. Waddington. 

Jackson for the plaintiff. 

Freeland, Fooks, Fooks, jun., and Morris, for defendants. 

Solicitors, Russell J+ Son; Eyre. 

March 8. 
FRENCH v. TEMPLE. 


Mr. Beavan applied for an order of revivor. 

The bill was filed on the 6th February, 1866. On the 
17th interrogatories for the examination of all the defen- 
dants were filed, On the 5th of March, before the time for 
answering had expired, one of the defendants died, 
leaving a will, which had been proved by his executors. 

His Lordship made an order for revivor against the 
executors, and gave leave for immediate service of the 
interrogatories upon them, the executors to put in their 
answer within forty days from the service of the inter- 


rogatories. 
? March 12. 


Ex PARTE TRUSTEES OF BIRMINGHAM BLUECOAT 
ScHOOL. 
Trust—Private Act—Investment, 

The trustees of the above-mentioned charity were 
authorised by a private Act of Parliament to sell brick 
earth, clay, sand, and gravel, from off the estates of the 
charity, and pay the proceeds into Court; and the Act 
further directed that until the money so paid in could 
be laid out in the purchase of land, it should be invested, 
together with the interest thereon, in navy, victualling, 
or exchequer bills. The trustees petitioned that a sum 
of money which had been paid into court, as directed by 
the Act, might be invested in Consols instead of ex- 
chequer bills. 

Speed for the petitioner. 

His Lordship made the order on the authority of the 
General Order of February 1, 1861. 

Solicitors, Zaylor, Hoare, 4 Taylor. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR KINDERSLEY. 
March 15. 

Watson v. THE INTERNATIONAL BANK.—Eddis and Robdin- 
son appeared to support eight aap ng a to the plaintiffs’ answer 
to the concise statement filed by the International Bank. 

The plaintiffs Watson and Overend claimed three pro- 
missory notes and nineteen Lloyds Bonds of the Newry 
and h Railway Company, as belonging to them, 
the defendants likewise claiming them. The plaintiffs, de- 
giring to get credit for £15,000, employed Messrs. Wooley & 
Co., financial agents for the purpose, and they negotiated with 
Messrs. Thomas H. Gladstone & Co., who authorised Wooley & 
Co. to arrange the matter, and advanced the £15,000 by five 
bills, which they accepted. The plaintiffs handed over the three 
notes and nineteen bonds to Wooley & Co., and or. were iy 
an instrument of transfer), handed over to Thomas Hall Glad- 
stone, a member of the firm, who deposited them with the 
London and Colonial Bank, of which he was chairman, by 
which they were handed over to the International Bank, and 
this bill was filed to reeover them. The object of the concise 
statement was to discover what between Wooley & Co. 
and Gladstone & Co., and that, it was alleged, was not sufli- 
ciently answered. 

C. Locock Webb, for the plaintiffs, insisted that not a shilling 
= * aed was advanced, the matter was fully set out in the 

i 





KInDERSLEY, V.C., was of opinion that Wooley & Co. were 
clearly the plaintiffs’ agents, and allowed the Ist, 3rd, 4th, 6th, 
and 7th, and overruled the rest. Usual order as to costs, 

Solicitors, Rixon § Sons, 

March 20. 
DIMOND v, EDGELL. 

This was a suit to administer to the estate of Joseph 
Madder, who, by his will, gave certain legacies, and be- 
queathed the residue to the defendant and two other 
trustees, upon certain trusts for his wife and children. 
The testator died many years ago, his wife and the 





trustees were all dead, and various changes, by death and 
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marriage, had occurred in the family; one of the sur- 
viving daughters had married Lord Kinsale, and was 
now a widow by his death. A former suit had been 
instituted, which had become abated. The present bill 
set out all the facts, but the prayer was that of a bill of 
supplement and revivor. | 

Glasse, Q.C., and Hardy, appeared for the plaintiff.— 
Minutes of the usual decree had been prepared. 

Bush for the trustees. 

Karslake for Lady Kinsale. 

KINDERSLEY, V.C., said that the form of the bill, in 
setting out the facts, and then praying for a decree of 
supplement and revivor, was wrong. 

Glasse, Q.C., said that they would take the usual re- 
vivor and supplement decree, and settle the rest out of 
court. 

Solicitors, Prior J Bigg; Hughes, Hooker, § Butten- 
shaw. 


Morrison v. Travis.—This was a suit to administer the 
estate of William Travis, who died intestate in 1859, igor | a 
widow and several children, one of whom, a daughter, and her 
husband, had instituted this suit; and the husband being dead 
and she being an infant, she had now obtained an order in cham- 
bers to carry on the suit by hernext friend. An attempt had been 
made to administer the estate by summons in chambers, but it 
had failed because an account was sought against the widow, 
who had carried un the business of her late husband (that of 
wine merchant) and had dealt with the property. 

John Cutler for the plaintiffs. 

Rendall, for the widow, said that she had found the estate 
nearly insolvent, and by her exertions and raising £3,240, on 
mortgage of leaseholds, had been enabled to carry on the business, 
educate her children, and give her daughters act mage The 
mortgages were still due, and she was personally liable, she was 
moreover, illiterate, and had kept no accounts, and now objected 
to the suit going on. 

KINDERSLEY, V.C., said that what had been stated by the 
defendant was no reason why the suit should not go on, although 
she was entitled to be guarded by proper inquiries. 

Eventually a form of decree was agreed upon, which his 
Honour sanctioned. 


BENNETT v. BENNETT.—This was a common foreclosure suit, 
and the only question was whether a sale could not be ordered at 
once. The difficulty was that Robert Bennett, a party, had 
written a letter to say that he should not appear. 

Glasse, Q.C., and Berkeley, stated the circumstances. 

Everitt, for a defendant, submitted that a sale might be 
ordered, notwithstanding that Robert Bennett did not appear. 

KINDERSLEY, V.C., said that the common decree only could 


en. 

Solicitor, Webber.’ 

Dunn v. AGcs.—This bill was filed to obtain payment of a 
mo dated in March, 1847, of £352 10s., and interest, on 
the s of Thomas Raven, under the will of Rachel Wright. 
An order was made in July, 1861, whereby the fund of which he 
was entitled toa part was transferred into court, the defendant 
being the se abcrg ass of Rachel Wright. Thomas Raven had 
become insolvent and Thomas Martin Wilkin (a defendant) was 
his assignee. On a former occasion the defendant had moved 
to dismiss the bill for want of prosecution, but that was met by 
an offer to dismiss him with £28 costs, and nothing to be done 
without notice to him, 

_ Roberts, for the plaintiff, asked for the usual decree, but ob- 
jected to pay the costs of the present appearance of the defendant 
who had been dismissed. 

Vaughan Johnson, for him, said that he considered he ought 
a —_ the costs of now appearing, but would be content to take 

e £28. 

KINDERSLEY, V.C., said he was afraid he could not give him 
anything beyond the £28, but the Registrar (Mr. Latham), might 
perhaps be able to find some way of allowing him the extra costs 
of his present appearance, 

Solicitor, Wilde, Rees, Humphry, § Wilde. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART. 
March 17. 
WATERs v. EARL OF SHAFTESBURY. 

This was a suit instituted by Robert S. Waters, the 
late steward and land agent of the Earl of Shaftesbury, 
praying that a general account might be taken of his 
dealings with the defendant whilst in his employment, 
and praying a special declaration of his being entitled to 
remuneration as a contractor with the General Land 
Drainage and Improvement Company, in respect of cer- 





tain drainage works done by the company on the defen. 
dant’s estates. 

By an indenture dated the 11th May, 1857, made 
between the Land Drainage Oompany of the one part, 
and the defendant of the other part, the company agreed, 
with the sanction of the Inclosure Commissioners, to 
execute certain drainage works for the defendant for the 
sum of £15,600. This amount was to be charged upon 
the inheritance of the lands therein mentioned, by way 
of an annual rent-charge, for thirty years, at the rate of 
six per cent. per annum, By another indenture of the 
same date, made between the defendant, the company, 
and the plaintiff, it was covenanted that the plaintiff 
should be the agent and surveyor of the said company in 
the said contemplated drainage works, and that he 
should execute them for the sum of £14,786, to be paid 
to him after their completion. In the same indenture 
the defendant covenanted to pay to the plaintiff all his 
expenses in carrying out the contract with the company, 
By two indentures of the 30th June, 1862, a similar con- 


tract was entered into between the parties, in respect of 


some further works to be done on the defendant’s estates, 
whereby the company agreed to execute other drainage 
works for the sum of £11,277, to be secured, and the 
works to be executed by the same parties and in the same 
manner as agreed in the former contract. 

The plaintiff’s case was that when he left the service 
of the defendant in 1863, he had executed the whole of 
the works under the contract of the 11th May, 1857, and 
that the company had paid to the defendant the sum of 
£14,786 15s. under that contract, and that he had 
executed works under the second contract, for which the 
defendant had received from the company the sum of 
£6,221 18s, These sums, together amounting to 
£21,008 13s,, had been received by the defendant, and he 
had advanced only £17,181 1s. to the plaintiff, the 
actual cost of the drainage works executed. The plain- 
tiff now claimed to be entitled to the balance between 
those two sums, £3,827 12s., as payable to him by virtue 
of his office of contractor. A considerable portion, how- 
ever, of this sum, the plaintiff stated to be still due for 
labour. The plaintiff, it appeared, received a fixed salary 
of £430 per annum from the defendant, and had, when 
superintending other drainage works for the defendant, 
received remuneration at the rate of five shillings per 
acre. 

The case occupied the Court several days. 

Malins, Q.C., and C. H. Roupell, for the plaintiff. 

The Attorney-General, Bacon, Q.C., Sir Hugh Cairns, 
and Snape, for the defendant, contended that he was 
entitled, in respect of the salary paid, to the whole time 
and services of the plaintiff, and that he could not, as 
against him, claim any extra remuneration. The defen- 
dant was, in fact, the true contractor under the arrange- 
ment; at any rate the plaintiff could not take advantage 
of his fiduciary position. 

The Vice-Chancellor, in an elaborate judgment, held 
that there was nothing in the fiduciary relationship 
between the parties to prevent a contract for the advan- 
tage of the land agent being entered into between them, 
no advantage having been taken by the plaintiff of his 
fiduciary position to the injury of the defendant, and 
there being no fraud (Lord Selsey v. Rhoades, 2 Sim. & 
St. 41); that the deeds of 1857 and 1862 bound the 
plaintiff to execute the works, and that he was not the 
less entitled to any profits on the works done, because 
the defendant had agreed to indemnify him against loss. 
The plaintiff would have been liable to the company in 
case of non-performance of the contracts, and the indem- 
nity of the earl might by possibility have been value- 
less. The work done by the plaintiff could not be sup- 
posed to fall within the province of an ordinary steward 
and land agent. Having regard to the precautions 
which had been taken in carrying out the contracts, the 
confidential relation which subsisted between the plain- 
tiff and defendant was not such as to entitle the defen- 
dant to say the plaintiff was not to have credit given to 
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him for the sum asked. There must be a general account 
of all dealings between the plaintiff and defendant, and 
in taking the accounts under the two drainage contracts, 
the plaintiff must be credited with the two sums paid by 
the drainage company, and be debited with all sums 
paid, and materials supplied, to him by, or at the expense 
of, the defendant, and with all interest charged against 
and paid by the defendant in respect of monies advanced 
by him, or on his credit, in the execution of the works. 

Solicitors, Hemsley: Baxter; Rose, Norton, § Co. 

March 21. 

WeotripGe v. WooLtripGe.—This was a suit by the heir at 
law of John J. Woolridge, a furniture dealer at Rotherhithe, to 
set aside certain deeds, by which, in ignorance of his rights as heir 
at law to certain freehold property of the intestate, he had con- 
veyed the same to the intestate’s widow for a nominal considera- 
tion. The facts of the case were clear, showing that the fact of 
J. J. Woolridge dying intestate had been concealed from the 
plaintiff, and that misrepresentations had been made as to his 

ights under the intestacy. 

he Vice-Chancellor made a decree as asked. 
Malins, Q.C., and Russell, for the plaintiff. 
Bacon, Q.C., and Fisher, for the defendant. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR WOOD, 
March 17. 
In RE MANCHESTER BURIAL BOARD. 
Petition for payment out of fund in Court representing 
land taken by a railway company— Costs. 

This was a petition for payment out of court of a fund 
paid in by a railway company, and originally invested in 
the names of the dean and canons of Manchester and 
the churchwardens of the parish. Subsequently the rights 
of the dean and canons and churchwardens were, by Act 
of Parliament, vested in the petitioners. 

Little for the petitioners. 

E. K. Karslake for the dean and canons. 

E. C. Dunn for the churchwardens. 

Bird, for the railway company, resisted payment of two 
sets of costs, insisting that the dean and canons and church- 
wardens ought to have appeared by one counsel. It was not 
right that the company should besubjected to the payment 
of additional costs because subsequent dealings with the 
land in question or the fund in court had created interests 
which might be conflicting, as those of the Dean and 
Canons and the Churchwardens: Re the Incumbent of Whit- 
field, 1 J. & H.610. 

Little in reply—We are not to be prevented from 
dealing with our estate because the company have taken 
our land. 

Woop, V.C., agreed with Mr. Little’s argument so far 
asit affected the costs of one set of respondents, but 
thought the company should not pay the costs of the 
separate appearances by the dean and canons and by the 
churchwardens, The company must pay the costs of the 
petitioners and of one set of respondents. 

Solicitors, Urquhart, N. C. § C. Milne; Clark, Wood- 
cock, § Ryland. 
COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 

March 17. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner WINSLOW.) 

In rE W. A. S. PemMBERTON.—This was an application for 
release from custody. 

E. Tonge (solicitor), in support of the application. 

Mr. William Augustus Sadler Pemberton, was formerly an 
attorney and afterwards a commission agent, in Pinner’s-court, 
Old Broad-street, having residences at Loughton, in Essex, and 
in Arlington-square, Hoxton. It appears that the bankrupt’s 
debts and liabilities were about £8,000, and that although he 
returned assets of the value of £4,000, he filed his petition in 
forma pauperis. 

The Commissioner questioned the bankrupt with regard to his 
available estate ; but he persisted in his statement that although 
he possessed assets of the value of £4,000, no portion of it could 
yet be realized. 

His Honour granted the application for release from custody. 

March 22. 
{Before Mr. Commissioner HoLRoyp.) 
_ Inne Ricnarp Wa. Wenn.—This was an adjourned meet- 
ing for discharge, 





—_——- 





Reed for the assignees, and Denney for the bankrupt. 

Mr. Richard Wm. Webb was an attorney, carrying on busi- 
ness at 17, Jewry-street, Minories, and also in Savage-gardens, 
Tower-hill. A statement of his accounts returns the follo 
figures :—Creditors, £712 ; debtors, good, £386; ditto, dou! 
£427 ; bad, £280. At the time of the presentation of the ition 
the bakrupt was an inmate of Whitecross-street Prison, but he 
——— obtained an -_ for renee the last a 

e bankrupt was opposed by counsel for the assignee, when 
examination was ar semen until this day in order that the bank- 
rupt might make out the bills of costs due from debtors, and 
deliver tm to the official assignee acting in the bankruptcy. 

Some discussion ensued upon the point whether the former 
order had been sufficiently complied with. 

Eventually an adjournment was ordered. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner WIN8LOW.) 

In RE JAMEs Beattiz.—This was an adjourned sitting for 
examination and discharge. 

m les, for the assignees, Reed, for a creditor, and Griffiths, for 

e pt. 

Mr. Beattie was an attorney, residing at 39, Stanley-street, 
Islington. He was adjudicated a — upon his own petition, 
and the Court had ordered him to file and deficieney accounts 
for the eighteen months p ing the date of the bankruptcy, 
and a special account of £1,000, Thompson’s trust pro 2 

the disposal of his Manera mining shares. The debts and 
liabilities are £4,843, of which £3,727, were unsecured against 
assets, debts good, £7 ; and property, £487. 

Mr. Reed took several technical objections to the accounts filed. 
It appeared that the Manera shares had big Bap ene with his 
own monies and not with trust funds as he —_. Of the 
deficiency of £4,000 £48 only had been satisfactorily explained. 

After hearing Mr. Griffiths for the bankrupt, the Court ordered 
an adjournment for amended accounts. 


COURT OF PROBATE. 
March 20, 
MOoYE v. DOVER AND WATERS. 

This was an application by the plaintiff in person for a 
re-hearing. On a former day he had moved the Court to 
have a will proved again, and, for this purpose, to have 
probate of a will, now deposited in the district registry at 
Norwich, called in on the ground that it had been fraudu- 
lently substituted for the will which was proved in 
solemn form before the Court. From matters brought 
by the plaintiff before this Court, the learned judge 
thought he made out a primd facie case of fraudulent 
substitution of an unproved document for the will 
which had been proved, and he required an answer by 
counter evidence. The defendants accordingly brought 
the evidence required, whick satisfied the Court that 
the allegation of fraudulent substitution was unfounded, 
and the judge, accordingly, refused the motion. The 
plaintiff in moving for a re-hearing commented on some 
passages in the affidavits on both sides, and contended 
that the Court ought, upon them, to re-open the inquiry. 

Sir J. P. WiLDE.—When a document has been proved 
in solemn form it is not competent for the Court to re- 
voke that decision merely because it may think that, 
upon the evidence, that decision is erroneous. There 
must be some special circumstances alleged and proved 
tending to show, not merely that the Court was mistaken 
in its decision, but that it was in some manner betrayed 
or deceived into making it. When I heard the plaintiff’s 
case I thought there was some ground to believe his state- 
ment that the will proved had been fraudulently abstracted 
and another substituted for it. I, therefore, called on 
the other side for evidence to rebut the allegation. That 
evidence, however, fully satisfied me that the charge was 
totally unfounded. It may not have been sufficient to 
convince the plaintiff himself, but it has convinced me, 
and the Court must act on its own convictions. It is 
not, therefore, ia my power to disturb the decision to 
which the Court has already arrived. 








COURT OF DIVORCE. 
March 21. 
POLYBANK v POLYBANK. 
Divorce— Custody of children. 
This was a suit for judicial separation by the wife, on 
the ground. of the husband’s adultery. 
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Spinks and Pritchard, Drs., for the petitioner. 

Staveley Hill for the respondent. ~ 

The parties were married in 1858, and acts of adultery 
by the husband were clearly proved. 

No attempt was made to disprove the charge of adultery. 

Staveley Hill asked the Court, on behalf of the respon- 
dent, to order a child (a boy nine years of age) to be put 
to a school, and stated that the respondent was willing 
to pay the expenses attending thereon. 

The Court granted the decree and gave the mother 
the custody of the child, but ordered him to be put to 
school as suggested. 

CITY OF DUBLIN SESSIONS. 
(Before the Right Hon. F. SHaw, Recorder. 

THE QUEEN AT THE PROSECUTION OF THE Poor Law Com- 

MISSIONERS v. GEORGE Lecon.—<Sidney, Q.C., appeared for 


the ution. 
The prisoner was undefended. 


It appeared from the evidence that the guardians of the parish 
of St. eae Hanover-square, London, had obtained a warrant 
for the removal of a woman, named Catherine Nevin, with her 
three children, that this was entrusted to a contractor named 
Frost, who employed the prisoner, by whom the family were 
brought to Dublin, and notwithstanding the order requiring them 
to be taken to the union to which they appeared to be naa 
he (Legon) thereabandoned them. He was subsequently 

in Lon.lon, by acting inspector Dawson of the ——* force. 
The warrant for removal was proved by Mr. Leigh, of the 
Marlbovough-street Police Court ae. The prisoner 

a statement to the effect that the woman had left him, but pro- 
duced no evidence. The jury brought in a verdict of guilty. 

Mr. Sidney called attention to the fact that in 1864 the 
prisoner had been convicted in Cork of a similar offence; and 
that Frost had, notwithstanding, continued to employ him in a 
like occupation. 

Tue RecorDeR, in passing sentence, adverted to the hardships 
such cases inflicted on the poor. The offence was a very serious 
one, and, having to the circumstances, he could do no less 
than inflict the full penalty of the law, namely, a fine of £10 or 
three month’s imprisonment. 

The prisoner asked to have the sentence dated from his com- 
mittal; the learned Recorder refused to accede to the application. 





REVIEW. 


Railway Reform: Its Importance and Practicability con- 


sidered as affecting the Nation, the Shareholders, and the 

Government. By Wituram Gatt. Longman. 1865. 

For twenty years has Mr. Galt been lying in wait to agi- 
tate a subject on which he is no mean authority. The bur- 
Jen of his theme is a proposition that the Government should 
“purchase all the railways ncw existing in the United King- 
dom, and work them for the benefit of the public. The 
ground on which this is founded is an Act of Parliament 

in the session of 1844 (7 & 8 Vict. c. 85), which re- 
served to the Crown the right, after twenty-one years from 
the Ist of January next after the passing of any railway Act 
passed in that or any then future session, to purchase any 
such line upon payment of a sum equal to twenty-five years 
purchase of its annual divisible profits, estimated on an aver- 
age of the three then next preceding years. This power can- 
not be exercised until Parli sco a passed an Act autho- 
rising the guarantee or the levy of the purchase-money, and 
for determining, subject to certain conditions, the manner 
in which the option of purchase is to be exercised. The rail- 
ways existing at the time of the passing of the Act are ex- 
pressly excluded from its provisions ; but in case the Govern- 
ment should exercise its option of purchasing the branches 
of any then existing railway, the shareholders may require 
them also to purchase the main line. 

In his preface Mr. Galt attempts to combat two ideas 
said to prevail in the public mind with regard to railways, 
The one is that the charges on a railway must bear a certain 
proportion to the cost of its construction; and, as the cost 
of English railways was exceedingly heavy, so the charges 
by them under any system, according to popular opinion, 
must always be very great. The other is that if ere 
were the progeny of the State, they must necessarily be 
managed by Government, when there would be a great ad- 
dition to its patronage and power, and the management 
might be still worse than it had been by the companies, 
With regard to the first “idea,” if by a ‘‘certain propor- 
tion” is meant that in every railway the cost of travelling a 
tile must bear a certain proportion to the cost per mile of 
the original construction, we are prepared to agree with 





him ; but if the popular idea is that the cost of construction 


must enter into every calculation for the regulation of fares, 
it must be admitted that the popular idea is very nearly 
correct. Admitting, as Mr. Galt does, that low fares are 
calculated to increase traffic, and that large traffic admits of 
reduced fares, and that the same dividend may be obtained 
from low as from high fares, it follows that the object ig 
attained by paying a good dividend on the capital of the 
company, which object merely paying the cost of working the 
line would not effect. In calculating charges, therefore, 
to be made for the carriage of passengers or goods on a rai]- 
way, the cost of construction forms an element of some im. 
portance. For a certain portion of the public must per force 
travel, and must also use the railway for that purpose, it 
must always be possible to fix the fares so high as to make 
the line remunerative (putting out of sight the legislative 
restriction by way of maximum, because, if that be insuffi. 
cient for the p , the line cannot be worked at all), and 
the only inducement which directors have to reduce fareg 
below this maximum, is the hope of increased profits; but 
these profits are calculated on a capital meas to a great 
extent by the cost ef construction. It must be recollected 
that if the same dividend is produced by a higher and a lower 
scale of fares, it is the interest of the company to charge the 
higher fares, because the difficulties of management are there- 
by rendered less ; whereas a public office would be bound, in 
such case, to charge the lower fares. 

With regard to the second ‘‘idea,” Mr. Galt himself 
says, ‘‘It is scarcely necessary to observe that any scheme 
in regard to the ion of railways by the State that 
would involve the direct management by Government, or 
greatly increase its power or patronage, would never in this 
country receive the sanction of public opinion.” 

Had the proposition for the purchase of the railways by 
the State been made at a time when the Government had the 
monopoly of many profitable branches of trade, it is pos. 
sible that public opinion would have favoured its acquisition 
of the enormous amount of patronage connected with 
railways ; but, at this time, when every such monopoly is 
abolished, except the Post Office, no measure which 
would give the Government at least a hundred thousand 
places to dispose of, would be likely to receive Parliamen- 
tary sanction, What, then, is Mr. Galt’s proposition! 
It is that the Government should purchase the railways 
and work them, by means of the existing .m ment, at 
the lowest possible fares, and apply the small profit accruing 
therefrom to relieve the revenue, in like manner as the Post 
Office is now carried on. 

For the details we must refer our readers to the volume 
itself, which contains a large amount of useful information, 
calculated to guide the Legislature and the public to a full 
knowledge of this important subject :— 

‘* Let us consider,” says the author, ‘‘for a moment the 
load of railway taxation under which the country labours, 
Last year it amounted to the enormous sum of thirty-one 
millions one hundred and fifty-six thousand three hundred 
and ninety seven pounds sterling ; fully six millions in ex- 
cess of the sum required to pay the whole of our National 
Debt, or more than five millions in excess of our customs 
duty, and, including the income tax, just equal to the half 
of all our other taxation combined. Twenty years ago our 
railway taxation amounted only to about five millions 
sterling ; ten years ago it had increased to treble that sum ; 
and since that time the annual increase per annum has been 
a million and a-half. 

The number of miles open for traffic at the close of 1863 
was 12,322, and the annual increase varies generally from 
800 to 500 miles. But so far from there being any tendency 
towards a decline in the construction of railways, we find 
that they Ay on continually increasing; and in 1863 bills 
‘were passed for the construction of 790 miles, not to speak 
of a still greater number rejected. It is impossible, there- 
fore, to form any estimate as to what amount our railway 
taxation will ultimately reach. It is very possible that, 
long before we have reached the end of the present century, 
our railway taxation will have fully coe all our other 
taxation combined, Under these circumstances, it will be 
fully admitted that it is impossible to over-estimate the im- 

riance of a thorough investigation into this subject in all 
ts bearings. eee 

‘* Objection may, perhaps, be taken to the term ‘taxation 
as applied to payments made to railway companies, on the 
ground of such payments being voluntary, but the same 
argument [might applied to all Government taxes, 
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We paid, last year, in postage, £3,600,000; but that was 
all in ‘voluntary’ payments. No one obliged us, in the 
first instance, to write letters; and, if we chose to write 
them, we were not compelled to send them by post—we 
might have forwarded them by special messenger. The 
absolute necessaries of life are untaxed; but tea, coffee, 
, malt, tobacco, spirits, and wine, however much they 
may add to our comfort and enjoyment, do not come within 
this category. The bulk of our indirect taxation is derived 
from the revenue produced by their consumption, and the 
payment therefore by us of that revenue, is altogether 
‘voluntary.’ So in “—s to railway companies, it may be 
said, and quite truly, that our payments to them are a 
. That cannot be denied. If we require to travel, we 
can either walk, hire a carriage, or go by railway ; and we 
take our choice accordingly. But as we agree to use the 
term ‘taxation’ in the payments we make to Government, 
we may, in the same sense, use it in those we make to 
railway companies. There is, however, a wide difference in 
the principles on which State taxation and railway taxation 
are founded, and their respective payments enforced, which 
we have already noticed, but shall have occasion to consider, 
in some detail, in these pages.” 

These arguments, founded on the comparison of one great 
monopoly with another, are not so apt as Mr. Galt seems to 
imagine. He proves far too much; for the fact that the 

yments for letters and for railway journeys are payments 
be services actually rendered, excludes both one and the 
other from the list of ‘‘taxes” in the sense Mr. Galt implies. 
But the argument is also quite unnecessary, for daily 
experience tells us we are suffering under the great monopoly 

by the railway companies who receive our money 
and break their contracts with us, to an extent which plainly 
shows they are practically uncontrolled by superior power. 

Whether the Legislature will do anything in the present 
session of Parliament towards carrying out the objects of the 
Act of 1844, remains to be seen. e commission appointed 
last session to ae into the economical questions con- 
nected with our railway system, appears to have finished its 
labours without making any report, and we may, perhaps, 
hear that the Government intend to commence experiment- 
ally with the Irish railways ; but whatever may be done, 
there can be no doubt that Mr. Galt’s work is replete with 
useful information for legislators and lawyers who desire to 
have the means of estimating the resources as well as the 
abuses of our railway system, and pointing out the direction 
—— ought to take. 

hat Mr, Galt is riding his hobby is plain from a perusal 
of his book, but whatever may be his opinions and his bias, 


there can be very little dispute as to his facts, which by es- 

tablishing the overcha of the railway monopolists, call 

ra a daniennental amendment in the system which supports 
em, 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 

On Thursday morning Vice-Chancellor Wood stated that 
he was prepared to deliver judgment in Dent v. The Auction 
Mart on. ps (Limited), but as he knew the Lord Chan. 
eellor would in all Sg ar 5 on Saturday (this day), give 
judgment in Yates v. Jack, he (the Vice- cellor) would 
defer the delivery of his judgment till Wednesday next, on 
which day he would sit at ten o'clock for the purpose only of 
making known what his decision was. Yesterday his 
Honour said he should sit after Wednesday, in Chambers, 
to_hear opposed matters. ———— 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
(Before WILLEs, J., in Chambers.) 

March 20.—Re —— a bankrupt.—These were three ap- 
plications to discharge a debtor out of custody on the ground 
that he had executed a deed of arrangement under the . 
ruptey Act, 

™. Ce was counsel for ak irony rupt. en . 

@ applications were o r. Taylor, for the 
detaining redo, eat aie = 

The deed had been executed after the arrest, and Mr, 
Allen submitted that as it gave protection from arrest, it 
also gave protection against detention by a existing writ of 
ca. sa., and he founded his argument on the Bankrapte 
Act, 1861, and also on the 112th section of tho Act of 1849. 

r. Paylor objected to the validity of the deed and dis- 
charge of the debtor under such a document. 
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Mr. Justice WiLLEs suggested that on a deed executed 
after an arrest he had no power to release. The debts and 
costs should be brought into court. 

Mr. Allen said the debtor by the deed had denuded him- 
self of all his property. 

His Lordship refused to discharge on other terms, and 
made an order in the three cases that the defendant be dis- 
charged on bringing the debts and costs into court. 


CRICKHOWELL COUNTY COURT. 
(Before J. M. Hersert, Esq., Judge.) 

Feb. 7.—Hinckley and Others v. Williams and Another. 
~-This suit was instituted for administering a portion of the 
estate of the late John Hinckley, who died on the 30th day 
of July, 1863. The only question of importance raised had 
reference to the fund out of which the expenses of the sale of 
certain property were primarily payable. 

The material circumstances were as follows :— 

The testator, by his will dated the 23rd day of April, 
1863, devised to his executors thereinafter named, certain 
freehold property upon trust for sale, and, after payment of 
all costs and expenses attending their ip as should 
not be defrayed out of any other source, to pay om apply the 

roceeds thereof to and amongst his three brothers, George 
inckley, the plaintiff James Hinckley, and Robert 
Hinckley (since deceased), in equal shares and proportions. 

The testator appointed the defendants executors, and they 
proved the will on the 28th day of October, 1863. 

The defendants themselves of the personal estate, 
which was ample for the payment of the testator’s debts and 
funeral and testamentary expenses, and the legacies bequeathed 
by his will, and all the costs and expenses of carrying the 
same into execution. They also sold the freehold property, 
and possessed themselves of the proceeds of such at 

The said Robert Hinckley, by his will dated the 7th April, 
1864, —— the plaintiffs Mary Hinckley and William i 
Davies his executors, who duly proved the same. 

The defendants had not paid to the plaintiffs the shares of 
the proceeds of the sale of the said freehold re ace aoe 
queathed to James Hinckley and Robert Hinc ey Tespece 
tively ; and the plaintiffs prayed an account thereof. 

Mr. J. @. Price (solicitor), of Abergavenny, for plaintifis.— 
The facts are admitted. The principal question is how the 
costs are to be borne. These should be paid out of the 
_— personal estate, which is sufficient for the yap 

he plaintiffs are specific legatees of the proceeds of the 
real estate, and are entitled, as such, to their proceeds 
without payment of costs of administration. The testator 
intended that such costs only should fall on the realty, 
as could not be defrayed out of any other source. There 
are no such costs. 

Mr. D. Thomas (solicitor), of Brecon, for the defendants.— 
The residuary estate will be reduced to a nominal sum if 
these costs be paid out of it. There is no specific. devise of 
the real estate. The executors were to pay and apply ‘‘the 
proceeds ;" these could only be obtained by a sale, and could 
not be handed over until they had paid the auctioneer. 

Mr. J. G. Price in reply.—This is a specific bequest of the 
proceeds—proceeds here mean the purchase-money—the cone 
tention of the defendants would require the words to be 
“* net proceeds.” 

His Honour reserved judgment. 

March 6.—His Honour handed down the following written 
judgment.—I hereby certify that I am of opinion that the 
expenses incurred by the trustees in selling the real estate 
of the testator are payable out of the proceeds of the sale 
of the said real estate, and not out of the personal estate. 

Order accordingly. 

ASSIZE INTELLIGENCE. 
WESTERN Crrcutt. 

The commission for Cornwall was opened on Saturday, 
the 17th, at Bodmin, by Baron Channell. The calendar con. 
tains the names of forty prisoners, besides which there are 
three other prisoners to be tried. The cases are ere 
of a serious character. The grand jury returned no bi 
against John Codyre for the murder of his wife. A boy 
aged eleven has been acquitted on a charge of manslaughter 
for shooting another lad of about the same age. Getting 
rid of the charge of murder, which would have taken some 
time to try, will shorten the assizes, and probably enable 
the judges, with the assistance of Mr. Stock, Q.C., who will 
sit to try prisoners, to get through all the business before 
Thursday, the commission day at Taunton. 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE, 


PREMIUM UPON ARTICLES. 

Sir, —If you think it worth while, will you be so good as 
to insert in your next impression the following reply to 
** Inquirer :”— 

I believe 200 guineas to be the ‘usual ” apes paid 
by university men. . A., Oxon. 

March 19. 


ARTICLED CLERK’s EXAMINATIONS. 

Sir,—By section 5, 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, power is given 
to the judges to make regulations for restricting the service 
under articles to four years, in the case of any person who 
has ‘‘ passed an examination now or hereafter to be established 
in any of the universities,” mentioned in the Act. 

Have any such regulations been made at any time—and, 
if so, is either the junior or senior local examination, con- 
ducted by the old universities, included in such regulations ? 





= 


PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, March 16. 
Tue Legps BaANKRuptTcy Court. 

Mr. Ferrand inquired of the Attorney-General whether 
he had seen any grounds for changing his opinion, expressed 
in this House on the 27th of June Tost, at Mr. Patrick 
Robert Welch should be suspended from the discharge of his 
duties as Registrar in the Leeds Bankruptcy Court pending 
his criminal prosecution for corrupt practices in obtaining, 
or attempting to obtain, a judicial appointment; if so, to be 
so obliging as to state them to the House; and whether, 
after the evidence taken before the select committee on the 
Leeds Bankruptcy Court, he was of opinion that Mr. John 
Fisher Miller is a fit and proper person to discharge the very 
responsible duties of Chief Registrar of the Court of Bank- 


a 
e ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that his opinion had been 
expressed in the belief that the Lord Chancellor had power 
to suspend Mr. Welch, but on examining the Act of 1861, 
under which the appointment was made, he found that the 
office was held during good behaviour, subject to dismissal by 
the Lord Chancellor, by order, for some sufficient reason set 
forth in that order, so that it did not appear that the Lord 
Chancellor had any power of suspension, Mr. Welch was 
subject to a prosecution, which would be tried in one of her 
Majesty's courts, and it would be impossible to proceed 
against him under this clause on the same grounds. If it 
had been possible, he saw no reason to alter the opinion he 
had already expressed on the subject. Mr. Miller held 
office on the same terms as Mr. Welch, and speaking for the 
Lord Chancellor as well as for himself, he was of opinion 
that there was nothing in the report of the select committee 
on which it would be possible to found proceedings for the 
purpose of dismissing Mr. Miller from the office he held. 
: Monday, March 19. 
Covert or Cuancery (IRELAND) BILt, 
Fe Wg the order of the day for the second reading of this 
iu, 
Sir F. Ke.ty, Q.C., appealed to the Government to refrain 
from proceeding at so late an hour with a bill of so im- 
wag a character. He moved the adjournment of tle 
bate. 
Mr. Wurresipg, Q.C., seconded the motion. 
The House then divided— 
For the adjournment of the debate 55 
Against it 
Lord C. Yamitton said he wished to call attention to 
the way in which Irish business was conducted. The bill 
which the Government wished to read a second time at 
ten minutes to 12 o'clock contained 193 clauses, Could 
they do justice to such a bill at such a time of night? 
But underneath these clauses there lay a great job. It 
was intended to create a place of £4,000 a year. He 
moved the adjournment of the House, 
Sir F. Ke.ty seconded the motion, 
The Arronsvy-Generat for IneLanp denied that this 
bill was a Government job. The bill was framed on the 
recommenlation of a commission, who had been ap- 








b 





pointed to investigate the question as to whether the practice 
and procedure of the Court of Chancery in Ireland could 
be amended ; and the commission included Lord Romilly, 
Mr. T. B. C. Smith, Lord Justice Blackburne, Chief Justice 
Monahan, Mr. Brewster, Mr. Napier, Vice-Chancellor 
Wood, and Sir Hugh Cairns. And when they were told 
that the bill contained 193 clauses, the noble lord must 
forget that the bill had been fully discussed in two pre. 
vious sessions. There was only one material principle con. 
tained in the bill, and that was whether the office of 
Master in Chancery, which had long been abolished in 
England, should also be abolished in Ireland. 

Mr. WHIrTeEsIDE acquitted the Attorney-General for Ire- 
land of any desire to mislead the House, but he had not 
stated the real question that was before them. The House 
had determined Tast session that it was not necessary to 
create new judges in Ireland. The cost of the new procedure 
would be half as much again as that of the present system. 

The Sonicrror-GENERAL for IRELAND said the bill rested 
pot on the report of the commission only, but on the opinion 
of the whole of the Chancery bar in Ireland: There was but 
one opinion amongst the profession in Ireland on the subject 
of the bill. Every member of the equity bar whose opinion 
was worth having was in favour of the measure. 

Mr. GrorcE, Q.C., supported the motion for adjourn. 
ment. 

Mr. S. B. Mrtter, Q.C., complained that the present bill 
ignored the two principle objects for which the Court of 
Chancery Commission was ee ee the dimi- 
nution of costs to suitors and the saving of public money. 

The O’DonoGHuveE supported the amendment. 

The second reading was postponed until Wednesday, 21st 
inst. 

LeGitimMAcy DECLARATION, &c., BILL. 

The Common SERJEANT postponed the second reading of 
this bill till Tuesday, the 10th April. 

Law oF LANDLORD AND TENANT IN IRELAND. 

Mr. Macuire asked the Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether it was the intention of the Government to introduce 
a bill for the improvement of the law of landlord and tenant 
in Ireland, and if so at what time such bill was likely to be 
introduced. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL for IRELAND said that a measure 
for the improvement of the law of landlord and tenant in 
Ireland was in course of preparation ; he expected to be able 
to introduce it shortly after Easter. 


Tuesday, March 20. 
Inns oF Court GOVERNMENT BILL. 

Sir G. Bowyer obtained leave (with the assent of the 
Attorney-General) to introduce a bill to enable the benchers 
of the Inns of Court to appoint judicial committees in cer- 
tain cases, and to give the necessary powers to such com- 
mittees, 

Tue Pkorosep New Law Courts. 

Mr. M. Torrens inquired of the president of the Board 
of Works whether the board would take possession of the 
land required for the new law courts during the present 
year; whether it would be taken possession of gradually; and 
if so, what portion would be taken during the year. 

Mr, Cowrver repliell that it would depend upon the pro- 
gress of the negotiations. For a portion of the property 
those negotiations were nearly concluded, but possession of 
the land could hardly be obtained within a year from the 
present time. Instructions had been given to take every 
care to render the removal of the tenants as little inconve- 


nient as possible, 
Thursday, March 22, 
Mr. C. Bentinck moved that in the opinion of the House 
it is not expedient that the competition for the building of 
the new courts of justice should be limited to six architects 


nly. 

Mr. B. Hore supported the motion. 

Mr. Cowrer said that the arrangement which had been 
made had been settled by Act of Parliament, and he hoped 


that the motion would not be pressed. He pointed out the 
difficulty of obtaining architects of the first eminence to 
to compete for a work of this kind, « 

Sir G. Bowyer insisted that, in order to secure an 
oleae competition, there ought to be more than six 
candidates. 

Mr, Tire, speaking strongly in favour of competition, pro- 
fessed an opinion that the number of candidates was far too 
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limited to secure a probability of obtaining the best architect 
for the purpose. nless this was done, it would be much 
better for the Government to select the architect, and leave 
the responsibility in his hands. 

Mr. Locke was for entirely open competition of all the 
architects who might choose to compete. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL pointed out that while it was 
desirable that the new courts should, as a building, be an 
ornament to the metropolis, it should be remembered that 
the main object to be attained was due convenience and use 
for the administration of justice. He stated that the com- 
mission which had been appointed to superintend the 
building of the courts had decided on the internal arrange- 
ments which the architect would have in the main to carry 
out. In order to this it was necessary that the competitors 
shculd have access to the existing courts and legal offices, in 
order to mould their plans to the special requirements of the 
buildings, and this could not be done if two or three hundred 
architects were to be allowed to compete. The limitation 
of number was the result of a resolution of the commission. 

Mr. HENLEY was not convinced by all he had heard that 
the Government had not taken the worst course. They 
should have either appointed their own architect, or thrown 
the choice open to general competition ; whereas, as it was, 
there could be no ow anywhere. 

The Housé divided— 


For Mr. Bentinck’s motion ...............+8 Ae 
For Governmentees......cecseseneceeees EE 
—31 


The motion was accordingly carried. 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting held at the Law Institution, on Tuesday, 
the 20th March inst., Mr. Addison in the chair, the follow- 
ing question was discussed :—‘‘Is the finder of a purse in a 

way carriage entitled to retain it against the Com- 
pany?”— The Great Western and Metropolitan Railway 
Company v. E 1, Times Newspaper of 8th Feb. 1866 ; 
Armory v. Delamirie, 1 Sm. L. C. 301. The question was 
opened on the affirmative side by Mr. Kenrick, and on the 
negative side by Mr. G. P. Amos ; and, was ultimately 
decided in the elusive by a large majority. 














LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 

The elementary works, in addition to book-keeping (mer- 
cantile), selected for the intermediate examination for the 
year 1866, are— 

Williams on the Principles of the Law of Real Property. 
Sixth edition. 1862.* 

Chitty on Contracts, chapters 1 and 8, with the exception, 
in chapter 3, of section 1, parc to contracts respecting 
real property, Any edition published in or after 1850. 

The examiners deal with the subject of mercantile book- 
wae generally, and do not in their questions confine 
themselves to any particular system. Candidates*are not 
examined in the method of book-keeping by double entry. 

Candidates are required by the judges’ orders to give to 
the Incorporated Law Society one calendar month's notice + 
before the commencement of the term in which they desire 
to be examined. Candidates are also required to leave their 
artieles of clerkship and assignments (if any), duly stamped 
and registered, seven clear days before the commencement of 
such term, together with answers to the questious as to due 
service and conduct up to that time. 

Candidates may be examined either in the term in which 
one-half of their term of service will expire, or in one of the 
two terms next before, or one of the two terms next after, 
one-half of the term of service under their articles, 

The examinations are held in the Hall of the Incorporated 
Law Society, Vhancery-lane, London. 

* In consequence of the 6th edition being out of print, the council 
have requested tho examiners to frame their questions from such 
portions of the work as are common to the sixth and seventh editions, 

t Form or Norrcs. 

Notice is hereby given that A. B., of ——,who is now undervartioles 
of clerkship to @ 5. of —— for, who has served under articles of 
clerkship to 0. D., and is now serving under an assignment of such 
articles of clerkship to K. F , or, as tho case may be}, intends to apply 
in —~ term next for intermediate examination, 

Dated the --— day of —, 18~, 











COURT PAPERS. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir ALEXANDER EpmMuND Cocksurn, Bart., 
Lord Chief Justice of her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s 
Bench, in and after Easter Term, 1866. 

In TzRM. 
Middlesex. 

Ist sitting, Tuesday, April 17 | 3rd sitting, Tuesday, May 1 

os. Tuesday, ,, 24 
There will not be any sittings during Term in London. 

Arrer TERM. 


Middlesex. 
Wednesday............... May 9 
The Court will sit at 10 o'clock every day. 
The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days 
in Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried 
by adjournment on the days following each of such sitting 


days. 
COMMON PLEAS. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir WILLIAM ERLE, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of 
_her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas, at Westminster, in 
and after Easter Term, 1866. 








In TERM. 
Middlesex, 
Tuesday............008 April 17 | Tuesday ..... .....eeeeee May 1 
RDI sess csp aresss aa 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
AFTER TERM. ; 
Middlesex. London. 
Wednesday............... May © | Friday iss ssee cinaceesd May 11 


The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 


EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir FrepertcK Pottock, Knt., Lord Chief 
Baron of her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, in and after 
Easter Term, 1866. 





In TERM. 
Middlesex. 
1st sitting, Tuesday, April17 | 3rd sitting, Monday, April 30 
2nd ,, Monday, ,, 2 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. | : 
Wednesday.............+. May 0 | Friday ...0cs.sese.5e5ces May 11 
The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 
The Court will sit in Middlesex, in Term, by adjournment 
from day to day, until the causes entered for the respective 
Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 


CHANCERY SITTINGS. 
Easter TERM, 1866. 
LORD CHANCELLOR. MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Westminster. 


Westmiuster. Wes 
Mon. .. April 16.. App.mtns. & apps. | Mon... April 16..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
| ancery-lane. 


Lincoln's Inn. 
Tuesday ....17.. Appeals. 





ch 
Tuesday ....13 
| Wednesday “3 } General paper. 


_ Ptns., Apps. ip | 7, 

18 3 = 60 | Thursday ..19.,Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Wetnestay bkey. & apps. Friday...... 20..General paper. 
Thursday ..19.. App. mtns.& apps | tns., sht. caus, 
es | Saturday ..21 {as . and 
Monday ....23 Appeals. } Monday ....23 , 
Tuesday ..24 Tuesday ....24 5 General fe 
Wednesday 25 { Apps. in bkey. & | Wednesday .25 — 

wo | Thursday ..26.. Mtns & gen. pa. 
Thursday ..26,.App.mtns, & apps. | Friday .....27,, General paper. 
— eecees » Petns., sht. caus,, 
Saturday ..? | Saturday ..28 . sams. and 
Monday ....30 ¢ APPeals. . a paper. 


Tues, ..May 1 | Monday ....30 
Wednesday 2 {ee Oe ee ase 
Thursday .. 3,.App.mtns, & apps. | Thursday .. 3., Mtns, & gen. papr, 
Friday +++ 4) appeals. | Friday...... 4...General paper. 
Saturday .. 5 | Petns, J caus., 
Monday .... 7..Petns, & appeals. | Saturday .. Sdadj. sums, and 
Tuesday .... 8..App.mtns, S apps. } general paper. 
N.B,—Such days as his Lordship , Wonday .... 7,. General paper, 
shall be engaged in the House Le ES 8..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
of Lords are excepted, N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 


| 
| 
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presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
elear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 
LORDS USTICES, 
Westminster. 
Mon. ..April 16.. Appeal motions, 
Lincoln’s Inn, 


Tuesday ....17 
Wednesday..18 } Appeals. 


Thursday ..19..App. mtns. & apps. 


Ptns. in lunacy, 
Friday ....20{ app. petns., and 
Saturday . .3! 


apps. 
Monday ....23 } Appeals. 
Apps. from the Co 
Tuesday ....24 — of Lancstr. 
a) 


Wednesday at. dopate. 

Thursday ..26.. App. mtns. & apps. 
Petitns. in lunacy, 

Friday......27{ app. petns., and 


apps. 
—— 2028 
onday ....30 
Tues. ..May ! Appeals, 
Wednesday . 2 
Thursday .. 3.. \pp.mtns. & apps. 
{ ‘tns. in lunacy, 
Friday .... 4 


pp. ptns,, and 
apps. 
Saturday .. 5 
Monday .... } Appeals. 
Tuesday .. 8..App. mtns. & apps. 
Notice.—The days (if any) on 
which the Lords Justices shal! be 
engaged in the Full Court, or at 
the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted 
V. C. Sin R. T. KINDERSLEY. 
Westminster. 
Mon. .. April !..Motions, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Tuesday ....17 
Wednesday. ‘bl alg paper. 
tns-, adj. sums., 
Thursday ..19 Ps gen. pa. 


Ptns., adj. sums., 

Friday......20 mi cat paper. 

turda Sht. causes, adj. 

Sai 7 sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....23 

Tuesday ....24 


General » 
Wednesday x} laa 

Mtns., adj. sums. 
Thursday ..26 yn pa. . 
Friday......27 


Petns., adj. sums., 
& general paper. 

Saturday .. 28 

Monday ....30 


Sht. causes, adj. 
Tues. ..May 1 
Wednesday.. 2 





sums., & gen. pa. 
General paper. 


Mtns., adj. sums., 
Thursday .. s {im of 


Petns., adj. sums., 

Friday...... + cence pepe. 
t. causes, adj. 
Saturday .. 6 (sums., & gen. pa. 


Mtns., adj. sums., 

Tuesday.... 8 yaad pa. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


V. C. Str JOHN STUART. 


Westminster. 
Mon,..April 16..Motions. 


Lincoln’s Inn. 
Tuesday ....17 
Wednesday 18 } Causes. 
Thursday ..19..Mtns. & causes. 
Friday......20.. Petitions & causes. 
Saturday ..21..Sht.causes & caus. 


Thursday ..26..Mtns. and causes, 
Friday ....27..Ptns. & caus. 
Saturday ..28..Sht. caus. & caus. 
Monday ....30 

Tues. ..May 1 > Causes. 
Wednesday. 2 

Thursday .. 3..Mtns. and causes. 
Friday...... 4.. Petitions & causes. 
Saturday .. 5..Sht. causes & caus. 
Monday .... 7..Causes. 

Tuesday .... 8..Mtns. and causes. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

No cause, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 

marked to stand over, if it shall 

be within 12 of the last cause or 
matter in the printed paper of the 
day for hearing. 


V. C. Sir W. P. WOOD, 
Westminster. 
Mon... April 16..Motions. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Tuesday ....17 
Wednesday i} General paper. 
Thursday ..19..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......20..General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..214adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....23 


Tuesday .. ia] General paper. 
Wednesday .25 
Thursday ..26..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......27..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..28{adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....30 
Tues. ..May 1 
Wednesday, 2 
Thursday .. 3..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 4..General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 5{adj sums., and 
general paper, 
Monday .... 7..General paper. 
Tuesday .... 8..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear day 


General paper. 





Monday .... 7..General paper. 


before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, March 22, 1866. 
(Prom the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 Cent. Consols, 87 
Ditto for Account, Ap. 5—87} 
3 per Cent Reduced, 643 
Sew 3 per Cent., 61 

Do, 34 per Cent., Jan. 94 — 
Do. % per Cent., Jan. 94 — 
Do.% per Cent., Jan. ’73 — 
Annuities, Jan. 60 — 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


India Stock, 104 p Ct. Apr.’74 
Ditto for Account, 


J 
Ditto & per Cent., July, '70, 1024 
Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 4 > 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 
Ditto Enfaced 


Annuities, April, ’85 

fo. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 

Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. 4 dis 

Ditto, £500, Do, — dis 

Ditto, £100 & £200, Do. — dis 

Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Ct. (last half-year) 

Ditto for Account, — 


Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan. ’72 102 

Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79 

Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
April, 64 — 

Do, Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. °66, 101 

Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct,,£1000, — pm 


Secs 





RAILWAY STOCK. 


































































Shares. Railways. Paid. | Closing Prices, 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......csssscssssssseecsseee| 100 92x 
Stock | Caledonian 100 132 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western .. } 100 120 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 40 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 100 1 
Stock | Great Northern 100 1234 
Stock Do., A Stock* 100 139 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland! 100 91 
Stock | Great Western— Original ........ -| 100 593 xd 

Do., West Midland—Oxfor 100 4l xd 
100 36 xd 
ond 102 xd 
1 
100 | ‘et 
esses} 100 96 

Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover...........0..| 100 39 
Stock | London and North-Western........ 1213 
Stock | London and South-Western ..,..... 93 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln......... 64 
Stock | Metropolit 33 

10 Do., New. 25 pm 

Stock | Midland ...... bie 100 123 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby ...........| 100 94 
Stock | North British 100 594 
Stock | North London 100 124 

10 Do., 1864 5 7 

Stock | North Staffordshire..........ccccscccssssseseeres| 100 76 
Stock | Scottish Central 100 152 
Stock | South Devon ....... 100 53 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 744 xd, 
Stock | Taff Vale. 100 143 

10 Do., C 3 34 pm 

Stock | Vale of Neath 100 102 xd. 

Stock | West Cornwall .......ccccccsosesscsssssesseereeree| 100 53 











* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The weekly return of the Bank of England, issued on the 22nd, 
indicates an increase beyond the returns for the preceding week 
in the following items, viz., circulation, public deposits 
(£519,783), other deposits (£244,625), other securities, bullion, 
and rest. But, though the bullion and reserve are both in excess 
of the preceding returns, the banking a is slightly 
weaker, owing to an increase in the private deposits having en- 
larged the liabilities of this department. The liabilities of the 
issue department have also been increased by an addition to the 
circulation. These variations, however, are not important ; and 
it is expected that the bank will lower the rate of discount the 
next court day. 

The Bank of France has lowered its rate to 34 per cent. The 
announcement of this on Thursday carried a general rally in 
pa en slight extent. Consols after regular hours rallied from 

to ° 

1 the markets have a experienced much suppression in 
consequence of political apprehensions 1 x My the affairs of 
Germany and the alege’ intentions of the Fenians upon 
Canada. The sensitiveness that has arisen vengeeeng the 
fortunes of the finance companies, owing to the ppy fate 
of the Joint Stock Discount Company still continues. The 
Times seems to think that these companies, have their best foot 
foremost ; but there really appears to be no ground for alarm 
respecting these companies generally, since the fate of the Joint 
Stock Discount Company has been owing to causes which, it is 
probable, have no especial relation to finance companies. Mis- 
management and extravagance will ruin empires as well as 
companies. But if the finance companies adopt extra precaution, 
warned by the fate of the Joint Stock Discount nrsag sy L that 
unhappy association will have done the interests of 
companies generally more good than harm, 

e demand for money has been moderate, though tending 
slightly to increase. At the Bank, after the separation of the 
weekly Court, the demand became brisk. Persons requiring 
accommodation had, probably, been postponing their applications 
until the meeting of the Court, when the rate of discount might 
be reduced. In Lombard-street the terms for the best bills were 
5}, to 6 per cent. 





Law reformers ought to turn their attention to the ventilation 
of the London law courts, the air of which, according to Dr. 
Angus Smith, is worse than that of any mills or workshops. 
One specimen was exactly the same asthe average found in t 
current of galleries in metalliferous mines, and the specimen from 
the lantern of another court was nearly the same as the air 
found close to the shafts of the same mine. The moisture of 
rspiration on the window, several ounces of which were ob- 
ved. was putrifying. No wonder* that in such a thick air 
there should bo a difficulty in having clear definitions. Oxidation 
is needed for the one, as codification for the other, and, though 
Blackstone says that custom is the life of the common law, it 
does not necessarily follow thata bad custom should be the breath 








Ppr., 4 per Cent, — 





Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm 


of the lawyer. 
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OCOOURT OF CHANOERY. 


— 





SUMMARY OF THE PROCEEDINGS IN THE CHAMBERS OF THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS AND OF THE VICE CHANCELLORS 
’ In THE YEAR ENDING THE IsT DAY OF NOVEMBER, 1865. 
[Compiled from Returns made to Her Majesty's Government for insertion in the ‘* Judicial Statistics” of the above years.} 





NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS. 


Toran oF ALL THE CuaM- 
BERS, 


Masrsr 0} 


vy THR Rowts. 


Vice-Cuancetton Kin- 
DERSLEY, 


Vice-CaanceLton Sruart. 


Vics-Cuancetton Woon. 





Number. 


Amount. 


Number. 


Amount. 


Number. 


Amount, 


Number. 


Amount. 


Number. 


Amount. 





1865. 


1865, 


1865, 


1865. 


1865, 


1865. 


1465. 





Number issued of Summonses to originate Proceedings, viz.— 
For the Administration of Estates .....s.ccscsceessseeeerscerees é00 
Under the Charitable Trusts Acts «........cscceseseceessseeeceeees 
For the Appointment of Guardians and Maintenance of Infants 
For other purposes....... ¢ teeeeseveccececs os 

Number issned of Summonses, not being Summonses to originat 

Proceedin 

Number of Orders made, viz.— 

Of the Class drawn up by the Registrars . 

Of the Class drawn up in Chambers ....0....sesseseeeee one 
Number of Orders brought into Chambers for prosecution, other 

than orders for winding up Companies .....+...cesseessseeseeseeenes 

Number of Orders brought into Chambers for winding up Companies 

Number of Advertisements issued 

Number of Debts claimed and adjudieated on 
Amount of Dehts proved ....ccescsrccereesceseessceeeeserssseeeeeeee 

Number of Accounts passed, other than Receiver’s Accounts...... 
Amount of Receipts therein ...... 

Amount of Disbursements and Allowances therein ........-... 
Number of Receivers’ Accounts passed ......... 

Amount of Receipts therein ....0c.ss+++...cesessseessscesrseseeseeees 

Amount of Disbursements and Allowances therein .. 
Number of Sales of Estates under Orders of Court ... 

Amount realized by Sales of Estates ...............s0000 
Number of Purchases of Estates under Orders of Court ............ 
Number of Titles and other Matters directed to be investigated 

by the Conveyancing Counsel ........+++ 

Number of Certificates filed ......... 

Number of Contributories included in Lists of Contributories ... 

Number of Contributories excluded from Lists of Contributories. 
Amount of Calls made under Orders for winding up Companies 

Number of Appointments (by Summonses, Adjournment, or 

otherwise) dis OE acth casmibckSNBnss \pebstheh kan sss Sbyat5tsscupesedse 

Number of Orders under which Accounts and Inquiries were 

Pending at date of return ......cccecccssessseessrsessersssetsessseeeeeeee 

Number of Orders for winding up ——— then pending ...... 

Amount of Fees collected in Chambers by Stamps ............ 





_ 453 
7 

145 
161 


19,623 


7,028 
6,863 


1,806 
63 
971 
6,461 
1,241 
566 
715 
123 
361 
2,307 
1,447 
213 
46,996 


2,990 
175 





£ 


3,626,500 


6,535,500 
5,994,000 


2,117,000 
1,908,500 


1,747,000 


2,310,500 


11,500 





200 
6 
64 
84 


6,731 


2,634 
1,614 


762 
39 
420 
2,293 
425 
219 


342 


40 


142 
879 
1,053 
126 


17,876 


1,606 
101 





£ 


1,611,000 


2,546,000 
2:313,500 


1,115,000 
1,093,500 


741,500 


“4,000 





66 
"36 
6 


"93 
34 
316 
331 
85 
7,741 
385 
30 


1,390,500 


1,303,500 
1,254,000 


310,500 
246,500 


116,000 


776,500 


ore 





1,500 





114 
1 


29 
51 


4,204 


1,844 
1,137 


486 
3 
233 
1,123 
432 
151 
166 
"26 
642 
21 





£ 


200,000 


1,632,500 
1,563,000 


293,500 
245,500 
427,500 


73 
“Is 
20 








z 





Notr.—Broken sums less than £400 are omitted altogether, if greater than £400 are treated as £500. 
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ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
March 16.—By Mr. W. B. Snzxtrya, in conjunction with Mr. F. J. 
Ss: 


HARP. 

Absolute reversion to £14,333 6s. 8d. Three per Cent. Consols, expec- 
tant on the decease ofa lady, aged 66 years—Sold for £2,400. 
Absolute reversion to one-fifth of £15,000 Three per Cent. Annuities, 
payable on the decease of the survivor of a lady and gentleman, 

age 66 and 65 years—Sold for £1,120. 

Contingent reversion to one-fifth of £50,000 Three per Cent. Consols, 
expectant on the decease of a lady, aged 66 years, provided a gentle- 
man, aged 34, survives her; also two policies of assurance for 
£5,500 and £1,206 in the English and Scottish Law Life Office, pay- 
able on the death of the aforesaid gentleman in the lifetime of the 
aforesaid lady—Sold for £3,900. 

Absolute reversion to one-fifth of £19,400 Three per Cent. Reduced 
a expectant on the death of a lady, aged 66 years—Sold for 

1,910. 

Absolute reversion to one-sixth of £5,000 Three per Cent. Consols, 
payable on the decease of a lady, aged 59 years; ditto to one-sixth 
of £1,800 Three per Cent. Consols, payable on the decease of a 
lady, aged 50 years; also ditto to one-sixth of £1,800 Three per 
— os payable on the decease of a lady, aged 61 years—Sold 

or 4 

Absolute Reversion to one-eighth of £1,432 8s. Three per Cent. 
Consols, expectant on the death of a lady, aged 69 years; also a 
reversionary interest in one-eighth part of the net moneys to 
arise from the sale of a residence, garden, and stabling, situate 
in Burlington-street South, Ipswich, on the death of the same 
lady; also a legacy of £75, payable on the death of the same lady— 
Sold for £130. 

March 19.—By Messrs. Caas. Suita & Sons. 

Freehold, 5 residences, being Nos. 2 to 6, Essex-street, Forest Gate, 

producing £120 per annum—Sold for £1,100. 
By Messrs. Humpurers & Son. 

Freehold, warehouse premises, houses and shops, being No. 3, 
Sandy’s-row, and 17 to 19, Widegate-street, Bishopsgate-street 
Within—Sold for £4,270. 

March 21.—By Messrs. Furser & Price. 

Absolate reversion to £1,120 Consols, payable on the death of a lady 
ia her 80th year—Sold for £700. 

Freehold, 2 houses with shops, being No. 12, Dean-street, and No. 
y~ alate Holborn, let on lease at £61 per anuum.—Sold for 

of, 


By Mr. A. Boora. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 254, Camden-road, let at £110 per 
— term, 96 years from 1849, at £7 10s. per annum—Sold for 
71,710. 

March 22.—By Mr. W. H. Moose. 

Leasehold, 2 houses (one with shop), being Nos. 154and 160, Sey- 
monr-street, Euston-square, producing £82 per annum; term, 25 
years unexpired, ay£35 per annum —Sold for £350. 


Leasehold honse, being No. 5, Clarendon-place, Ciarendon-square, let ; 


at £24 per annum; term, 14 years unexpired, at £3 per annum— 
Sold for £105. 

Leasehold house, being No. 10, Wellesley-street, Seymour-street, 
Fuston-sqnare, let at £33 16s. per annum; term, 42 years unex- 
pired, at £8 8s. per annum—Sold for £190. 

Leasehold house, being No. 15, Brill-terrace, Somers‘town, let at £28 
an term, 17 years unexpired, at £16 per annum—Sold 
or £85. 

Leasehold, 3 houses, being Nos. 43 to 45, Augustus-street, Cumber- 
land-market, producing £88 per annum ; term, 18 years unexpired, 
at £37 4s. per annum—Sold for £355. 

Leasehold mansion, being No. 33, Bloomsbury-square, let at £130 per 
annum; term, 80 years from 1859, at £60 per annum—Sold for 


By Mr. Peaxe. 

Leasehold estate, being in Brandon-street and Swan Mead, Ber- 
mondsey New-road, comprising a whiting manufactory, alsoa yard 
and stabling and 13 cottages adjoining, estimated annual valu 
£438 16s.—Sold for £2,625, 


AT THE LONDON TAVERN. 
March 15.—By Messrs. Beapgy. 
The advowson and perpetual right of presentation to the vicarage of 
Thrussington, Leicestershire—Sold for £2,250, 
March #6.—By Messrs. Norton & Trisr. 
The advowson to the rectory of Sutton, Surrey—Sold for £5,500. 
Freehold residence, being No. 20, Highbury-grove—Sold for £2,050. 
Freehold residence, known as Ellington House, Ramsgate, with stable, 
coach-house. grounds and ks, &c., containing about 12 acres 
—Sold for £4,550. 
Freehold plot of building land, situate as above, containing 3a Ir 25p 
—Sold for £1,100. 
Freehold plot of building land, situate as above, containing 3a Ir 34p 
_—Bold for £1,100. 
Freehold property, known as Turrell’s Nursery Ground, containing 
4a Ir 29p, situate at Ramegate, Kent—Sold for £1,510. 
——_ Zla If 30p of building land, situate as above—Sold for 


z . 

FreeLold. 4a Ir 24p of building land, situate as above—Sold for £780, 
- March 21.—By Mesers. Damier Saurra, Son, & OaKcer, 

Life interest of a gentleman, aged 41 years, in £4,000 Consols, to- 
gether with the absolute reversionary interest at the death of a 
lady in her 65th year in freehold house property situate at Streat- 
ham, Surrey, viz., 3 resid producing £135 per annum, also 3 
—- aAjoining,and a house producing £61 4s. per annum—Sold 
for £3,050, 

The reversion to 2 copyhold houses on the Croydon-road, producing 
nah per annum, at the death of a lady in her 65th year,—Sold 
int £820. 

The retersion to a eopyhold tenement fronting Baker’s-lane, near the 
Faye ‘et at £5 per annum, at the death of the above lady—Sold 
‘or £120, 








The reversion to about 6} acres of meadow land, known as Burnt 
Meadow, let at £9 9s. per annum, at the death of the above lady— 
Sold for £286. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

CHAMBERS—On March 17, at Colville-gardens, Kensington-park, 
the wife of J. W. Chambers, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

NORGATE—On March 20, at East Dereham, Norfolk, the. wife of 
Charles B. L. Norgate, Esq.. Solicitor, of a son. 

POLLOCK—On March 18, at Windmill-hill, Hampstead, the wife of A, 
A. Pollock, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

FETHERSTONHAUGH—BROTECHIE—On March 20, at St. Botolph’s, 
Aldgate, Edward, son of G. Fetherstonhaugh, Esq., Solicitor, Dublin, 
to Helena F., daughter of the late Captain Brotechie, Harbour 
Master, Victoria, Vancouver’s Island. 

HANNAM—GODGE—On March 15, at the Parish Church, St. Mary-le. 
Bone, Edward J., eldest son.of E. Hannam, Esq., Brighton, to 
Jane E. M., daughter of the late J. W. Gadge, Esq., Barrister-at. 
Law, Inner Temple. 

THORNBURN—LYCETT—On March 20, at the Parish Church, 
Scarborough, W. Thornburn, Esq., Solicitor, Lime-street, son of W. 
Thornburn, Esq., Pap Castle, Cumberland, to Mary E., daughter of 
J; Lycett, Esq., M.D., Scarborough. 

DEATHS. 
BARTLEET—On March 11, W. S. Bartleet, Esq., Solicitor, Birming. 


hani, aged 39. a 

SS ae Feb. 11, at Boulogne-sur-Mer, G. W. Finch, Esq., Solici- 
tor, a 72. 

GREEN—On March 7, Mr. J. S. Green, Clerk to F, Kent, Esq., Solici- 
tor, Cannon-street West, City. 

MORGAN—On March 20, the wife of C. Morgan, Esq., Solicitor, of 
Maidstone. 

ROMILLY—On March 17, at Hyde-park-square, the Hon. Mrs. Romilly, 
wife of the Hon, E, Romilly, Barrister at-Law, aged 23. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will & 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Cooper, Tuomas, Esq., Tanstall, Staffordshire, £100 Consolidated £3 
per Cent. Annuities— Claimed by said T. Cooper. 

Muraay, Srz Joan ARcutBaxp, one of the Senators of the College of 
Justice, Edinburgh. £2.050 New £3 per Cent. Annuities — Claimed 
by J. H. Burton, and L. Thomson, the surviving substituted exe- 
cutors of Sir J. A. Murray, deceased, 

Mansy. Ricnarp, Esq., Prospect-place, Wandsworth-road, deceased. 
£76 108. New £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by W. Skelton and 
H. Anderson, the surviving executors, 

Oxpaxer, Epmunp WELLS, Esq., Pershore, Worcester, Solicitor, trustee 
to the Rev. F. Gauntlett, rector of Fiadbury, Worcester, and his 
successors. £104 19s. 10d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities— 
Claimed by E. W. Oldaker. 

Picort, Rev. George Octavius Suytu, Kingston —, Somerset. 
£97 1s. 5d. New £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by Rev. G, 0. 8. 


Pigott. 

Raesar, Tax Riest How. Frrznoy James Henry Somerset, Baron, 
deceased. £4,123 12s. 24, Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities— 
Claimed by the Right Hon. E. H. Baroness Raglan, widow, and 
Hon, R. Dundas, the surviving executors. 


LONDON GAZETTES, 


GBinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Fripay, March 16,' 1866. 
LimITep in CHANCERY. 

Dutch Tramway Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Wood has, by 
an order dated March 13, appointed Hy Croysdill, Old Jewry-cham- 
bers, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before 
April 8, to send their names and addresses, and: the particulars of 
their debts or claims. 

Hill Pottery Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented 
March 13, to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on March 24. 
Bell, Abchurch-lane, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Toespay, March 20, 1866, 
Limirgp 1s CHancery. 

British and Foreign “ranite Company (Limited),—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before April 14, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or clalms, to Jas Cooper, 3, Co'e- 
man-st-buildings, Moorgate-st, official liqnidator. Tuesday, May I, 
at 3, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 
claims. 











Financial Corporation (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented 
March 17, to be heard before the Mast sr of the Rolls on April 21, 
Flux & Argles, East India-avenue, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Humber Iron Works and Ship Building Company (Limited).—Order 
to wind up, made by the Master of the Rolle, dated March 13. 
John Geo Thos Child, King-st, Manch, official liquidator. Thomas 
& Hallams, Mincing-lane, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Joint Stock Discount Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 

resented to the Master of the Rolls on March 9, withdrawn on 
ea 17. Lumley & Lumley, Moorgate-st, solicitors for the peti- 
ner. - 

National Horse Insurance Company (Limited).—Order to wind up, 
made by the Master of the Rolls, March 10, Perrin, New-inn, 
Strand, solicitor for the petitioner. 


Hriendly Socteties Dissolved. 
Fatpay, March 16, 1866, 


British Engineers’ Benefit Society, Grange-ter, Blue Anchor-rd, Ber- 
mondsey. March 12, 
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St. Paul’s Fae age Friendly Society, Pine Apple Tavern, Park-rd, 


Lpool. March 12. 
Pear Tree Lodge, Times Inn, Southwick, Durham. March 13. 
Tourspay, March 20, 1868. 
United Britons Benefit rs ee Havelock Tavern, Princes- 


rd, Plumstead, Kent. March 
ge Friendly Society, Dog a Partridge Inn, Onecote, Stafford. 


Female ¢ Friendly Society, National Schoul,Stoke-on-Trent. March 10. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, March 16, 1866. 

Barns, Ane, Coventry, Warwick, Spinster. Aprill0. Re Barns, M. R. 
Harding, Jas, oe ined, Kentish-town, Stonemason. April 9. 
Pennell v Davison, V. C 

oo Old Winasoe Bi Berks, Spinster. April 13. Wynne » 


Bo 
Merrett, Alex Fredk, Gravesend, Kent, Bank Manager. April 13. 
ve v Merrett, V. C. Kin: 
Nichols, Wm, South-villas, Campden- -hill, Middx. April 12. Davies v 
Robinson, V. . Stuart. 
a Algernon, Florence, Italy, Esq. May!. Parkes v Twamley, 
Pricé, Catherine, Brighton, Sussex, Spinster. April 16. Sotheran » 
Smear, V. C. Stuart. 
Robertson, Anne nog one Villas, Kilburn, Widow. April 12. 
Tunaley v Robertson, M. 
Tempest, Sir Chas Robt, “Broughton Hall, York, Bart. April 16. 
v Lord Camoys, M. R. 
a ‘a. , wane Northumberland, Widow, April9. Carr 
Buchanan, M. R. 


Thomson, Anna Isabella, Heritage-villas, Richmond. April6. Bar- 
rett » Thomson, V. C. Stuart. 
Tuespay, March 20, 1866. 
ment a Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. April l4. Bennett» Gill, 


Church, John, Roxton, Bedford, Farmer. April 9. Scruby » Clark, 


Clowes, Ellis, Esq, Inverness-ter, Hyde park. April 20. Nash » 
Clowes, V. C. Stuart, 
Cowling, Nathan - , Leeds, Woollen Cloth Merchant, April 12. Cowling 


v Sagar, M. 

Craven, John, Gt Garden-st, Whitechapel, Gent. April 14. Price » 
Craven, . Wood. 

Fenton, John, “Fishguard, Pembroke, Esq. April 19. Champion » 
Fenton, V.C.S 

—) aoe. Bebington, Derby, Gent, April 14. Cadmanw Wright, 


v.¢. Wi 
Gilbert, 1 Lake, jun, ee, Stafford, Shopkeeper. April 14, 
Has . 
Pearson, Joseph, Hawk Cottage, Old Brompton, Licensed Victualler, 
April 15. Pearson o Hullah, V. C. Kindersley. 

Sumner, Wm, Birm, Gent. Aprii 5. Sharp v Sumner, M. R. 

vm han, Phili ip A » siecrevwts. Cardigan, Gent. April 20. Vaughan 
aughan, Kindersley. 

Wy in, Rev Tatas Hart, Burgh-on-Bane, Lincoln, Clerk. April 23. 
kby o Phillips, V. C. Stuart. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claw. 
FripaY, March 16, 1866. 
som —_ Lae Brighton, Sussex. May |. De Jersey & Co, 


Bonjafield. pig AES on-st, Charing-cross, Licensed Victualler, 
Barlotd, Rawis, W m Tapley, Shepyy, Ke at Farmer. April 23 
m le: ent, Farmer. r . Eyre 
& toon John-st, Bedford _ 4 ? 
i a Kent, Widow. May 1. Scudamore & 


Halicgu Bi Eliz, Selhurst-park-ter, Sonth Norwood, ppnetee. June 24. 
E. & F. Bannister & Fache, John-st, Bedford row. 
Hyde, Fredk Augustus, Castle-st, Long-acre, Gent. | April 24. Stuart 
Baly, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Lee, Geo, Old ton-hill, Meat Salesman. June 9. Tamplin 
Mowneet, eae it Se’ t’s-inn, Temple, Surgeo 
on ndrew Melv Spay een ‘emple, m. Ma; 
5. MeWhinnie & C! t, Brigh’ 4 - 
— Rev <a sar Bhirwith “Abbey, ; Gunbertena, Clerk. April 
T.H odgson, Carlisle. 
ema wm Waring, Tranmere, Chester, Gent. May !. Peacock & 
Richa’ is, John, Cound, nr Shrewsbury, Salop, Farmer. Jane t. Craig, 
yor Riek Bryd, Cc garden, Pawnb il 
7) r t, Covent- wnbroker, April 12, 
ritchard & Sons, Gt Knight-rider-st, ¥f 
roll, Geo, Englishcombe, Somerset, Farmer. May !. Mant & Co, 


Symonds, Thos, Gloucester, Tallow Chandler, May 1. Ellis & Shep- 
loucester. 


pard, Glo 
Twiss, John, a pe eareraan, Lieut.-Gen. Royal Engineers. 
April 30. Busby, Oxford-st. 
bs Penelope Wortine House, nr Basin tole, Hants, Widow. 
May 16. Domviile & Co, New-sq, Lincoln's-in 
We Chap ae Maldon-rd, Haverstock-hill, Barrister- at-Law. May 1. 
Gt Carter-lane. 


TvsspaY, March 20, 1866, 
Adams, Wm, Wednesbury, Stafford, Coachsmith, May 17. Thurs- 


field, Wednesbury. 
a, nr Cheadle, Stafford, Mine Agent, 


Binns, Jonathan 
May 1. Challinor & Co; 
Brown, Thos, Baldook, IL hertiora, Cattle Dealer, May 20. Mote, 


Buoklerebury, 








Clarke, Thos Cox, Gt Missenden, Buckingham, Farmer. April 21, 
Isaacson & rd, Amersham. 

Cole, Francis, Oldham, Southampton, Esq. June l7. C. & F. J. 
Warner, Winchester. 

Cotterell, Hy Fowler, Bath, Gent. May 3!. Stone & Co, Bath. 

Evans, David, Gt Surrey- -st, Carpenter. April 19. Rayson, Newing- 

viguesten, tate & Alber Hyde-pk, Wid May 17. Gregory 
owt w, ry Ann, t-ter, Hyde-p! idow. y 17. 
& Co, Bedford-row. 

bye bas ew Broughton, nr Manch, Esq. May 19, Cooper 

Ft. Chas, a Saddler. April 18. Higgins & Perrin, 


Northampton. 
Hardwick, Jobn, Haslingfield, Cambridge, Brewer. April 2. Holben, 


Cambridge. 
Harries, Rev. Geo, Letterston, Pembroke, Regtor. May 1. Powell & 


Co, Haverfordwest. 
, Wm, Framlingham, Suffolk, Esq. June9. Tayler, Fram. 


lingham. 
Johnson, Thos, Lichfield, Stafford. April 30. Smith, Tokenhouse- 


Parker, Abraham, Rugby, Warwick, Gent, May7. Bannister & Fache 
John-st, Bedford-ro 
Thos Crabb, Tottenham, Middlesex, Gent, April 25. Shears 
man, Little Tower-st. 
Pells, Hy ee yc , Bell-yard, Licensed Victualler. June 16. Winter 


Pardy, "John, Morpeth, Northumberland, Gardener. May 7. W.&B . 
Woodman, Morpeth. 
Syers, Alex Lawson, Leighton-rd, Kentish-town, Merchant. April 25. 
Till, Riohd, Clapham. Esq, April 30 aeklersbury. 
pham Apri y, B * 
Tomlinson, John, jun, Aysgarth, vec Yeon So ka April 28, Winn, 


Askrig 
Villers, Bary Lycett, Handsworth, Stafford. April 1. Allcock & 
ton, Huntingdon, East Lothian, N.B., Major-Gereral in 


Vetch, Hamilton, 
the Bengal Army. June 15, Freshfields & Newman, Bank- 


buildings. 
Wallas, Edmd, Seetueguty, Cumberland, Gent. May 1. Harrison 
& Little, Penrith. 


Assignments for Benefit ot Creditors. 
Fruivay, March 16, 1866. 
Lea, Jas, Wigan, Lancaster, Grocer. Feb 22. Hall & Janion, ——. 
Whittingham, Thos, Whitchurch, Salop, Timber Merchant. March 8 
Jones, Whitchurch, 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
FPrrpay, March 16, 1866. 
Aaron, Jacob, Birm, Tailor. Feb2i. Comp. Reg Mareh 
— Julius, Robinson-rd, bs pe es Boot and Shoe 
6. Comp. Reg March 14 
ite Thos, Siverstone, feeotiameting Timber Dealer. Feb 27. 
Asst. Reg March 15 
Baxter, Thos, Halifax. York. Feb2l. Asst. Reg March 15. 
Beard, Richard, Regent-st. Agent. March 13. Comp. Reg March 1 5 
Panel, Wm, Nertnembertaat-perk. Tottenham, Share Déaler. 
6. Comp. Reg March 
Botterell, bn Jun, Liskeard, _ Grocer. Feb 21. Asst. 


March 
aye mone ds St Thomas-st East, Borough. March 6. Comp. 
g Marc 
ee John, Aldgate, City, Shell Fishmonger. March 9, Asst. Reg. 


Bury, iy, “Salford, Lancaster, Paper Stainer. Feb 18, Asst. Reg 


ginal ; Andrew, Lpool, Draper. Feb 16. Asst, Reg March 15. 
Cagten. — & Sami Rorke, Sheffield, York. Feb 17. Asst. Reg 


= ret ioe Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tailor. March 7. Comp. 

are . 

Dae, Be [ Beale, Tokenhouse-yard, Stock Broker. Feb 26. Asst. 
eg 

Edwards, eg & Frances Jacques, Corwen, Merioneth, Innkeepers. 

Feb 27. Asst. Reg March 15. 

nnn Lavin. Cums st, Haymarket, Hat Manufacturer. March 5. 
mp. g Marc 

Field, my. Macdonald, Kingsgate-st, Holborn, Licensed Victualler. 
March 15. Comp. Reg March 

Forbes, Foun, Birm, Licensed Victualler. March 6. Comp. Reg 


Faller, pre Then, Southwold, Suffolk, Chemist. March 1. Comp. Reg 


Mare! 
ag tae jun, Loncon-wall, Stationer. Feb 14, Asst. Reg 


Mare 
Hattersley, Richd, Nursling, Hants, Railway Contractor, Feb 15. 


Asst. eg March |i. 
a pea Maraden, York, Manufacturer, Feb 27. Comp. Reg 
arch 15. 
— Richd, Burnham, Somerset, Baker. Feb 14, Asst. Reg 
14. 


Lea, Jas, Wigan, Lancaster, Grocer. Feb22, Asst, Reg Maroeh 14. 
Lewis, Arthur, Lpool, Auctioneer. March 7. Asst. Reg Mareh 15, 
Luscher, Fredk Wm, New Bridge-st, Blackfriars, Wine Merchant, 
Feb 24. Asst. Reg March 15, 
ae Walter, Nottingham, Draper. Feb 17. Asst. Reg 
ar 
McKenzie, John, a Behaent, Glamorgan, Travelling Draper. Feb 16. 


Comp. 
Phillips, Peak: Harve Harve ‘atharst Rn Middx, Captain in the 
Army. — oC 5, 
Price, Wm hy 4, Calico Printer, Feb 20, 
Comp. Ray 
Geo Beaumont & Jas Richd Kelf, orwich, Tailors, Feb 17 
Asst. Reg March 14. 
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Roberts, The Rev John Barthorp, Shilbottle Vicarage, Northumber- 
oe Clerk. Feb 21. Asst. Reg March t3. 
Feb 14. Asst. Reg 


Dec 30. Comp. 
Feb 13. Asst. Reg 

Feb 20. Asst. 

St John, Percy Bolingbroke, Hunter-st, Brunswick-sq, Author. March 
13. Comp. Reg March 15. 

Thomas, Wm, Rhyl, Flint, Builder, Feb 28. 
March 15. 


Turner, John, Lpool, Bootmaker. March 7. Comp. Reg March 16, 
Turner, Wm, Banbury, Oxford, Saddler. March 7. Asst. Reg 


16. 
Underwood, Geo, York, Plumber. Feb2!. Asst. Reg March 16. 
ba: ~ a Stephen, Sepenhen, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler, Feb 
Asst. Reg March 
Vercy, Wm, & Thos’ a Leeds, Manufacturers of Machine 


. Bartholomew, Norwich, Manufacturer. 

ts. cial Agent. 

Sergeant, Geo, North Kelsey, Lincoln, Farmer, 
arch 13. 


gy 4. 
g-lane, C 





Shemwell, Edwin, Sheffield, York, Grocer. Reg 
March 


Inspectorship. Reg 


Wool Combs. Feb 23. ‘Ante "Reg March 16. 
Vivian, Jas, Hayle, Cornwall, Merchant. Feb 17. Asst. Reg 
Walker Comp. Re 
March 15. , 4 
Whiteman, Wm, Husbands’ Bosworth, Leicester, Grazier. 
Asst. 
a , Birm, Photographic Artist. March 3. Comp. Reg 
arc 


March 15. 
Saml, Leek, Stafford, Mercer. March 9. 
March 2. 
Reg March 13, 
Wigglesworth, Wm, Blackburn, Lancaster, Butcher. March 6. Comp. 
Reg March 16. 


Turspay, March 20, 1866. 
Adeane, Geo, Stanhope-st, Hampstead-rd, Iron Bedstead Manufac- 
turer. Fel: 0. Comp. Reg March 17. 
— ey a York, Cloth Manufacturer. March 3. Comp. 
a een W “A er Middleton, Lancaster, Silk Dyer. March 1, Asst. 
arch 
Beaumont, Edwin, Huddersfield, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Feb 
26. Asst. Reg Murch 19. 
Ss Chelsea Market, Carpenter. March 13. Comp. Reg 
ome Thos, Sunderland, Durham, Draper. March1. Comp. Reg 
Brown, Anne, Sheffield, Widow. Feb 22. Asst. Reg March 16. 
Buckland, Wm Thompson, Trafalgar-pl, Clapham-rise, Auctioncer. 
h7. Comp. Reg March 20. 
— — Stone, Norennes, Herts, Draper. March 12. Comp. 
eg Marc 
Coe aes, Bioxham, Oxford, Innkeeper, Feb 26. Asst. Reg 
arc 
Corrall, Fredk, Stanford-pl, Upper Norwood, Surrey, Banker’s Clerk. 
March 16. Asst. Reg March 19. 
— , Bishopsgate-st Within, Merchant, Feb 19. Asst. Reg 
J 
Dawson, John see ag King’s-road, Fulham, Builder. March 12, 
pee, Reg March 16. 
‘m a Cheltenham, Gloucester, Tailor. March 3.. Asst. 
Reg March 1 
Edwards, ag ea pl, Woodfield-rd, Butcher. March 15. 
Asst. Reg March 
France, cha, Te York, Cabinet Maker. Feb 26. Asst. 
; 4 
Garland, Alf, Lpool, Jeweller. March 2, Asst. Reg March 15, 
Gledhill, John, Halifax, York, Grocer. Feb 20. Asst, Reg March 17, 
Green, Fredk, Chester, Tailor, Marcel5. Asst. Reg March 20, 
Harvey, Joseph, Walsall, Spur and Bit Maker. March 12. Asst, 


Reg March 19. 

Italiener, Adolphus, Lime-st, Merchant. Feb 2%. Reg 
March 16. 

Jacobs, Hy, Manch, Tailor. March7. Comp. Reg March 19. 

Johnson, Jas, Meitham Mills, nr Huddersfield, York, Innkeeper. 
March 6. Asst. Reg March 19. 

gy a Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. 

Leigh, Geo Fredk, Penistone, Sheffield, Surgeon. March 17. Comp. 
Keg March 20. 

— — Bolton, Lancaster Linen Draper. Feb 20. Asst. Keg 

arc 

Lioyd, Wm, & Richfl Foulkes, Lpool, Merchants. March 13, Asst, 
Keg March 19. 

Macann, Wm Howe Blucher, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Schoolmaster. 
March 9, Asst. Reg March 17, 

Mann, Geo, Melbourne-grove, Falham-rd, Comm Agent. March 16, 
Comp. Keg March 20, 

Pe Pakenham, Suffolk, Farmer. Feb 28, Asst, 

arc 

Mercer, Hy. .-apetieg Lancaster, Spirit Merchant. 
Reg Ma:ch 17. 

Morley, Wm, Hertford-rd, Kingsland, Harness Maker. March 16. 
Comp. Reg March 19. 

Moss, Geo, Suffolk-st, Southwark, Lootm ker. March 17. Asst. Reg 
——— = 

Murray, H 
Reg Marc 

Nice, Hy, Ft rd, Cheesemonger. Feb 27. Comp. Reg March 16, 

Nixon, Thos, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Shoemaker. March 1. Asst. 
Reg March 19. 

at rice a Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Beer Retailer. March 

20, 


mae oad 1 - ggaemmamen: Worcester, Upholsterer, March 7, 

° ar 

Palmer, Alfred, Rotherham, York, Farmer. Feb 19. Asst. Reg 
March 1 


Parry, Wun, Wrexham, Denbigh, Joincr. Feb 19. Asst, Reg March 17 


Comp. 


March 6. Comp. Reg 


keg 
Feb 17. Asst. 


iy 8 Silchester-rd, Notting-hill, Grocer. March 2. Comp. 





Goodman, Jacob, Cannon-st-rd, Boarding-house, Keeper. 





—_—. 


Pemberton, Harry Lyrdhurst, Hesthnashortand-tan, Repeater, Gent, 
March 8, Comp. Reg March 19. 

Richards, Alfred, Birm, Optician. Feb 46. Comp. "ie * March 19, 

Riordan, Matthew, Worcester, Jeweller. Feb 22 Asst. March 19, 

Roberts, Ct Chas, Wrexham, Denbigh, Builder. March 6. 8 Reg 

arc 

Rowley, John, 7 “aga York, Woollen Yarn Spinner. Feb 20, 
Asst. Reg Mi 0. 

Sendrum, ps mena Ladbroke-gardens, Notting-hill, Clerk. March 15, 


Comp. Reg March 20. 
—_ ha Leadenhall.st, Cheesemonger. Feb 23. Comp. Reg 
arc’ 
Smith, Bolton, Bradford, York, Draper. March 2. Asst. Reg March 19, 
Snow, Fredk, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Tobacconist. Feb 20. Asst, 


Reg March 19. 
Starmer, el Manch, Boot and Shoe Maker. Feb 23. Comp. Reg 


March 1 
» Macclesfield, Chester, Leather Seller. Feb 19. Asst, 


Tapio, Mar 
Reg Marc 19. 
homas, Thos Edwn, Newport, Monmouth, Travelling Draper, 
Feb 20. Asst. Reg March 17. 

Wakefield, Richd Penfold, Broughton, Northampton, Farmer. March 
1. Comp. Reg M arch 20. 

Wesson, Daniel, Stanhope-st, Rempetent. rd, Pianoforte Maker, 
March 17. Comp. Reg March 20. 

Whittaker, Jas, Manch, Agent. March 7. Comp. Reg March 19, 

Williamson, Thos, Manch, Chandler. Feb16. Comp. Reg March 16, 

Williams, ot ot Birkenhead, Chester, Spinster. March 3, 
Comp. Reg March 19. 
oodhead, Geo, Sheffield, Draper. Feb 26, Asst. Reg March 16, 

Wright, Herbert Hancox, Shiffnal, Salop, Farmer. Feb 21. Asst, 
Reg March 7, 

Wrixon, Edwd, Maismore-square, Peckham, Feb 19. Comp, Reg 
March 16, 


Bankruyts. 
Fripay, March 16, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. 
Booth, Lionel, Regent-st, Bookseller. Pet March 13, April 11 at 2, 
Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers 
Cooper, Wm, & Fredk Cubitt, N orwich, eens Pet March 15, 
March 28 at 12. Roche & Gover, Old Jew 
Per March 12, March 27 at 


Ellis, Thos, Prisoner for er London, 
1. Norton, King William-st 

Evans, Hy, Lambeth-walk, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet March 14, 
March 27 at |. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington, 

Ford, John Thos, Newcastle-st, Strand, Waiter. Pet March 9, 
March 27 at 2. Rigby, Sise-lane. 

Pet March 

12, March 26atl. Abrahams, Sise- lane, Bucklersbury. 

Grisley, John, William-ter, Plaistow-marsh, Baker. Pet March 12. 
April llat 1. Hope, Ely-pl. 

Harris, Robt, Sussex-st, ’oplar, Journeyman Shipwright. Pet March 
13. "April 11 at 2. Psa Ely-pl. 

i. Feo, Sapa, urrey, Baker. Pet March 14. March 28 at 12. 

arry, y ao: 

Hill, John, Ramsay, Huntingdon, Farmer. Pet March 12, March 27 
at 12, Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Howes, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 13 (for pau). 
March 27 at 12. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 

Knight, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 13 (for pau). 
April 11 at2. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Moon, John, Brunswick-pl, Camberwell, Carman. Pet March 12, 
April il at 12. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Newman, Robt Geo, Wil Cty, Drury-lane, Coach Painter. Pet March 
= mee 11 at2. Elworthy, Southampton-bnildings, Chancery- 


in ally Wm Augustus Sadler, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet 
March 12 (forpau). March 28 at1l, Tonge, Talbot-rd, Camden- 


town, 

Perrott, Wm, Brentford, Middx, Grocer. Pet March 12. March 27 at 
12, Wetherfield, Coleman.:st. 

agate, ae, Mayfield st, Dalston, Carpenter. Pet March 9. March 

27 at 2. Dobie, Guildhall- chambers. 

Price, John, Buntingford, Hertford, Attorney-at-Law. Pet March 12. 
Mareh 26 at.1. Hensman & Nicholson, College-hill. 

Reed, Jas, Henry-st. moe oN Corn Dealer. Pet March 13, March 27 
ati2. Hicks, Moorgate-st. 

Segers, Chas, Long Milford, Saffolk, Butcher, Pet Feb 21, March 27 
at 1. Condy, Strand. 

Snelling, Chas, Tichborne-st, Middx, Tobacconist’s Assistant. Pet 
— 13. March 26at11!. Greenwood, Serjeant’s-inn, Chancery- 
ane. 

Spittle, Geo Saml, Grafton-st, Soho-sq, Ironmonger. Pet March 12. 
April li at 1. Hope, ml 

Steer, Jas Chas, Gravesend, Kent, General Draper. Pet March 13, 
March 28 at 11, Miller, Fenchurch- “Bt. 

Stowell, John, Charles-st, Holborn, Bootmaker. Pet March 14, March 
28 at 12. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 

Thompson, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Pet March 12. 
March 26 at 1, Hatton, Essex-st Strand. 

Uren, Wm, Hanover-st, Long-acre, Tailor. Pet March 12, March 27 
at ll, Udwards, Bush-lane. 

Walker, Hy Morris, Printer’s-pl, Rermondsey, Merchant's Clerk. 
Pet March 12, March 28 at1!. Newman, bucklersbury. 

Wintour, Thos Fitzgerald, Dunsford-villas, Wandsworth, Clerk, Pet 
March 14, April 18 at 11. Brooks & Dubois, Godliman-st, 
Doctors’-commons, 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Arnold, Isaac, Porchfleld, Isle of Wight, Builder, Pet March 12. 
Newport, March 24 at 12, Hooper, Newport. 

Belcher, Harris, Kirm, Assistant toa Furniture Dealer, Pet Feb 23. 
Kirm, March 29 at 10. Parry, Birm 

Bench, Win, & Hy Jakeman, jun, Birm, Metal Nefiners, Pet feb 28 
Birm, March 29 at 10. Parry, Birm, 

Blanchard, Peter Lisson, St St ‘Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Staff-Ser- 
geant, Pet March 12, Exeter, March 26atll, Fryer, Exeter. 








1 16, 
1 3, 


ast, 
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Brodie, Adam, & Matthew Date. Consett, Durham, Grocers. Pet 
h 9. Newcastle-upon- March 27 at 11.30. Scaife & 
Britton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Brown, — Exeter, Tailor. Pet March 14, Exeter, March 28 at 11. 
Toby, ter, 
Baa M Mary, Reading, Milliner. Pet March 10. Reading, March 


27 at 12. Smith, 

Chatfield, Edwin, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Adj March9. Birm, 
March 26 at 12. 

Cotton, eae pong ton, Stafford, Mechanic. Pet March 12. Stoke- 
upon-Tren alatil. E.& A. Tennant, Hanley. 

piznondsy Win Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff. Adj Feb 13. Cardiff, 

Finch, Jas, Bocking, Essex. Beerseller. Pet March 10. Braintree, 
March 26 at 10. Cardinal! a Halstead. 

Francis, Thos, Llandilo, C: en, Druggist. Pet March 12, 
March 28 at 11. Bevan, Bristol. 

Gallon, John, Low Félling, out of business. Pet March 14. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, March 28 at 11. Harle & Co, Newcastle-upon- 

Granger, John, Leeds, Hatter. Pet March 13. Leeds, April9 at 11. 
Naylor, Leeds. 

go ew nae Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Adi March 9. Birm, 
M 

aac ieee Dlainienitaatininh, teavubiuiliees, Aaj Feb 10. Lianelly, 
March 29 at 12. Jones. 

one Wm, Ssleonen for Debt, Cardiff. Adj March 9. Cardiff, 
M 

Hassell, Geo + Haverfordwest, Auctioneer. Pet March 13. 
Bristol, i Loy om oe & Blaokbume, Bristol ton, Adj 

Hatherly, Edmund Agustus, oner for t, Southamp' 
Feb 19. Southampton, April 11 a6 12. 

Henshaw, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, ba Pet March 9 (for pau). 
Manch, March 28 at 9.30. Lomas, M 

Hickling, Wm Potter, a Chemist. eet March 13. Bristol, 
March 28 at 11. Hill, Bristo 

Hill, Jas, Bradford, York, oe Warehouseman, Pet March 
13, Bradford, April 10 at 10. Terry & Watson, Bradford. 

E , John, ‘Norwich, out of business. Pet March 14, Norwich, 

08 at il. Sadd, jun, Norwich. 

Jackson, Moses, Barrow: in-Furness, Lancaster, Tailor. Pet March 
13, Manch, April 11 at 11. Slater’ & Barling, Manch. 

Jeffery, John, Thorncombe, Dorset, Innkeeper. Pet March 10. Ax- 

minster, March 26 at 11. Tweed, Honiton. 

Johnson, John, Sheffield, Saw Handle Maker. Pet March 12. Shef- 
field, April 5 at 1. weg Sheffield. 

oes, | Saml, Cong! , Ribbon manaiantacen Pet March 

8. 1, April 4 at 11. Doete ban, hase 


Aa, t,s8en, Thos, & Robt Ténes, ban, ¥ Woodhonse Marcheveil. 
ot Farmers, Pet March 13. Lpool, April 4 at 12, Parker, 


Lu an, Thos, Manch, Commercial Clerk. Pet March 14. Manch, 
March 29 at 12. ith, Manch. 
a 1 By, Seed Comm Agent. Pet March 12. Leeds, March 29 


een, Evan, ALT Monmouth, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 
13. Bristol, March 28 at 11. Graham, Newport, 

Neilson, > oo Monkwearmouth Shore, "Durham, ‘Beerhonse Keeper. 
Pet March 12, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 27 at 1. Keenlyside 
& Forster, Newcastle- upon. " 

ie ay hy } , Purnitare r. Pet Jan9. Lpool, March 27 


Raven, Joa Hogge, Smethwick, Stafford, Time Keeper. Pet 
March 14. Birm, March 28 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 


ttle, Wm m Hy, » York, Butcher. Pet March 13. York, March 29 at 11. 
jason, Y' 
Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton. Adj March9. Taunton, 
‘arch 38 at ll. 
Shipley, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Labourer. Pet March 12. Kings- 
ton-upon-Hull, Ang at ll. Spurr, Hull. 
re m, s ayammosdire r Debt, Taunton. Adj March 9. Taunton, 


Symons, shy hia Liskeard, Cornwall, eer Pet March 10. 
hg —_— 27 atl. Elworthy & Co, Pl 
, Wm, B And Sussex, Boot and Shoe 3 Maker. Pet March 10. 
ado March 29at11. Mills, Brighton, 
lor, Thos, Oldham, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet March 14 Oldham, 
larch 29 at 12. , Rochdale. 
Taylor, Thos. Dtew Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet March 13. Mon- 
mouth, April 3 at 12, Williams, Monmouth. 
Ti " , Birm, out of business. Pet Feb 24. Birm, March 


Wardlaw, Jas, ewcastle-upon- Tyne, Gatekeeper. Pot March 13. 
Newcastle, March 27 at 12. Brewis, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Welch, Chas, Manch, Beer Seller. Pet March 13, Manch, March 28 


White, ey Chas, PI. ith, Devon, ew H ae March 7. Exeter, 
March 28 at 12.30. Elsworthy & Co, 
Wood, Robt, Rockfield, Monmouth, he Pe March 13, Bristol, 
March 98 at 11. Price, Bristol. 
Tuxspay, March 20, 1866. 
pplegate, J , Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 16 (for pau.) 
RS redo, Hy, Alvin sy sha ora adit of Wentaiiss. “WA Maareli 
ou usiness. 
“ vane te. 12, Ed aah fans, Can: Cannon-st. 
‘Nerthampton, Farmer, Pet March 16. April7 


» Wm, 
at 19. aimor oot 
Barnard, Thos, Motynous-t, gware-rd, Bricklayer. Pet March 17. 


April 18 at Se Hi |, 
mages a Geo J: amine, , ry bingien, out of business. Pet 
March 16. April9 ati, Rooks, Coleman-8 


Brieger, Augustus, Fleet-st, Manufacturer wv ‘Leather Goods. Pet 
March 16, April 7 at 12. Poncione, Skinner-st, Snow-hill. 
Chapman, W: m By, Weston-st, Southwark, Corman. Pet March 17, 
April ab 12, were | ag ih Som ma 
17. Weipa ae 7 at 12, iiavshall, a Weal Far at 





Cornell,.Wm, Warwick-st, Old doney Provision Merchant. Pet March 
13. April 7 at 11. Roche, Ol 

Evans, Owen, Milborne-grove, Wont Bo Brompton, Surgeon. Pet March 
17. April 9 at 12, Rigby. Sise-lane, Bucklersbury. 

“4 wep Hay enema ty Se Baker. Pet March 


Jewry. 
Frasi, Hy Geo, Pi Pisrwepetah cow, Islington, Engineer. Pet March 12. 

ee llatl. Hicks, Moorgate-st. 

Gale, John Jefferies, Haydon-sq, Minories, Commercial Clerk. Pet 
March 16. April9atil. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Grimwood, Edwd, Ossulton-st, Somers-town. Pet March 17. April 
18 at 2. Jones, Sise-lane. 

Hammerton, Chas, Park-ter, Upper Ese, Gardener. Pet March 
16. April 7 at 11. Rigby, Size-| 

Kirkby, Hy, Prisoner for mee ae ol Pet Feb 16 (for pau). April 
18at1. Hicks, Moorgate-st. 

Macdonald, Jchn Jes, Tunbridge ¥ — Kent: Pet March 16. April 
9 at 12, > fottman St 


Maurice, Richd Steel, Gomumelbahy Fulham-rd, Brompton, Clerk. 
Pet carol 17. April9at1i2. Beard, 
Maynard, Chas Speldhurst-rd, South Hackney. Pet March 16. 


Alex, 

April9 at 11. Dean & Eley, New Broad-st. 

Moore, John, Rotherfield-st, Islington,Comm Clerk. Pet March 16. 
ody Bs 18at1, Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

oo *y Morton, Trinity-st, Southwark, Attorney-at-Law. Pet March 
pril9 at 12. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Pool, Thos, jun, Harrow, Middx, General Dealer. Pet March 15. 
April 9 at 1!. Hope, Ely-place, Holborn. 

Rickards, Hy, Upper Poreboster st, pete Baker. Pet March 
13. A pril liatl. Rice, Basinghall-st. 

Sandford, Edwin Theodore, Prisoner for eet London. Pet March 16. 
April 18 at 12, Wood & Ring » Basinghall-st. 

Secourable, Victor, Old-st, St Luke* ‘8, out of business. Pet March 15. 
April 7 at 11. Mayhew, Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Sprules, Wm, Beadington, Surrey, Farmer. Pet March 15. April7 at 
ll. Jenkins, W bers, Victoria-st. 

Thompson, Joseph Rose, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 15 
(for pau). April 7 at 12. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Baker, Alf, Boughton-under-the-Blean, Kent, Watch Maker. Pet 
March 17. Faversham, March 31 at 11. Johnson, Faversham. 

Brooker, Wm Gorton, Lpool, Ship Fi, Head Carver, Pet March 14. 
Lpool, April 3 at 3. Grocott, Lpool. 
Burton, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj May 20, 1863. Lpool, 
April 3 at 3. Thornley, Lpcol. 

avr Thos, Buxton, Der , Joiner. Pet March 16. Leek, March 29 
at il. E.& A. Tennant, ley. 

Coffey, John Wm, Birkenhead, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet 
March 15. Birkenhead, April 4 at 10. Anderson, Birkenhead. 

Cowper, John, North Warnborough yg enone Pet March 16. 
Basingstoke, April 2 at 12. Chandler, oe 

Davies, Benj, Dinas, Pemb: a Sj fiaech 16. Haverford- 
west, May l at 12, Mitchell 

Deakin, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, York. ” Adj March 13. Doncaster, 
April 3at 12. Mason, Doncaster. 

Du ley, been Westbromwich, Stafford. Provision Dealer. Pet March 
14, Oldbury, March 24 at 1}. Shakespeare, Oldbi 7: 

Evans, — nn ag em , out of business. Pet March 14. Lpool, April 
2 at 3. pool. 

Evans, ins, Ue Lpool, Journeymen Wheelwright. Pet March 14. Lpool, 
April 2 at 3. Harris, Lpool. 

oa Harriet, Hereford, out of business. Pet March!9. Birm, April 
l6at 12. Jay & Nunn, Hereford, and James & Griffin, Birm. 

Griffiths, Rees, Swansea, pm oe ee Grocer. Pet March6. Swan- 





April5 atl. Binney & Son, pone ga 
Leach, ile, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Draper. Pet March 7. Manch 
March 29 at 12. Reed & Phelps, London, and Sale & Co, Manch. 
Livingstone, Alex, & Matthew Binks, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, 
Builders. Pet March 10. Newcastle-w wat ag’ April 13 at 1% 
Dodds & Trotter, Stockton, and J.& R. S. Watson, Newcastle-upon= 


Lotlnes, Noach Saml, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. Pet March 
yn Newoastle-upon-Tyne, April 11 at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upoa- 


Modi, Wm, Prisoner for Sag Reading. Adj March 14. Hanger- 

April 4 at 10. Church, Hungerford. 

Newmane, Henri, Balsall ng “rapa Perfumer. Pet March 16, 
Birm, A ril 4 at 12. Parry, Bi 

Palmer, Thos, Skillington, Lincein, Innkeeper. Pet March 17. 
Grantham, April 4at1!. Malim, Gran’ 

Poulson, Wm, Newton-in-Mackerfield, Lancaster, Architect. Pet 
a 13, Warrington, April 11 at 12. Shepherd & Moore, 


arrington. 
Smith, Hy, Southsea, Hants, Painter. Pet March 15. Portsmouth, 
April Zat1ll. White, Portsea. 
Smith, John Saver, Tacolnestone, a aan. Pet March 16, 
WwW ‘ymondham, April 16 at1l!. Emerson, Ni 
— ey Prisoner for Debt, Gloucester. Adj Ad) March 9. Gloucester, 
April 2 at 12. 
Thomas, David, Brynmawr, Brecon, out of business. Pet March 15. 
Tredegar, April 3 at 12. Harris, Tredegar, 
Wallace, Wm, Hinderwell, York, Joiner. Pet March 17. Whitby, 
April3atll. Hunter, Whitby. 
i) eae Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj March 138, Leeds, 
ril 5 at 
vere. Chas, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet March 15. 
Northampton, March 31 at 10. Shoosmith, Noathampton,. 
Warwick, Jas, Ardwick, Lancaster, Locksmith. Pet Marob 15 (for 
u). Manch, April 10 at 9.30, Law, 
Whitford, Elis Ann, Kenwyn, Cornwall, Widow, Pet March vw, 
April 4 "at li, Paull, Traro, 
vee, John Hebden, Aikton, Cumberland, Farmer. Pet March 16. 
Newoastle-upon- — April lat l. Carrick, Wigton. 
Whitehead, Abrah: Prisoner for %, Manch. Pet March 15, 
Manob, April 10 at 9.30. Law, Man 
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BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpay, March 16, 1866. 
Creagh, Chas Andrew Howard Tone Beresford, Hastings, Sussex, 
Cornet in the 6th Dragoons 16. 
Slater, Cyrus, Geo Rogers, f Geo: Shat well, Macclesfield, Chester, 
Cotton Spinners. March 12 
Suen March 20, 1866. 
Jarvis, Wm, The Crescent, Minories, Beer Merchant. March 17. 
Robson, Geo Rav-den, Gt Marlow, Buckingham, Surgeon. March 10, 
Greenbank, Thos, Blackburn, Lancaster, Auctioneer. March 16, 








RESHAM LIFE ARBOR EPS. SOCIETY, 
87, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 


SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pre- 
for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
nterests, or other adequate securities. 


ane be made in the first instance according to the following 
Date...... 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 
Amount required £ 
Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, or by 
payments) 


ProrosaL ror LoAN on Mortroaces, 


annual or other 
Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings, state the net annual income) 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gres! Office in connexion with the security. 
By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


LAW PRINTING. 
ATES AND ALEXANDER, 


Law AND Pustic ComPANIES PRINTERS, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages 
their Office affords for the execution of every description of Printing, 
They invite orders for— 


PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS 
And all al Documents, 


MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Companies 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Auctioneers’ Catalogues, Posters, &c, 


BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 
PER 45, 6d. PAGE, 
A Lower Charge than has Senacee been offered by the Trade, 
PRICE IF PUT To ACcouNT, aids 
ies. 


ae £2 dbs, £2.90 6d, «2 Gd. «2 Geta. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 


Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
AT THE LAW INSTITUTION, pe er bina 
This Society will Meet on Tuesday, the 27th March inst,, m4 7 o'clock 
p-m., for the Disc ofa J eee Question. 
5, Berners-street, W. THOMAS WIDDOWS, Secretary. 


RTICLED CLERKS’ QUESTIONS on Convey- 
_ ancing and Real Property Law, a for the examination of 
an Articled Clerk. By a SOLICITOR, ’ Brice 
Witt14M Henry Bonn, Bell-yand, ‘Temple-bar 





8 pages... 











d edition, 9s., to subscribers on 
Geer ON. FIXTURES AND "DILAPIDA- 
TIONS, ECCLESIASTICAL AND LAY. In the Press. 
Yates & ALEXANDER, Church-passage, Chancery-lane. 


BUILDING SOCIETIES’ RULES AND TABLES are given in the 
Fourth Edition, 192 pages, price 3s. 6d., of 


HE COPYHOLD and CHURCH LEASE EN~ 

FRANCHISEMENT MANUAL; Containing oe New Tables, 
with Instructions for Ascertaining "the Values of vowsons, Next 
Presentations, Heriots, Fines, Tithes,&c. By ARTHUR SCRATCHLET, 


C, & E. Larron, 150, Fleet-street, E.C, 
A TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Lichard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., of 
Rincoln's-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


Just published, Second Edition, price 3s., 


VHE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 
ER Fg ig a 
Ww an . of = 

inn, Barrister-at-Law, leoten” ete eeyaé 
““Tam indebted to the pe mn little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
> has collected all the authorities on this subject.’—V. C. Woop, in 


¥. , March 4 
London: 59, Carey-strect, Lincoln’s-ina, W.C. 








In one volume, crown 8vo, price 3s. 





| for insertion should be forwarded not later than 





Periodical Sales of Absolute or ber gr od Reversions to Funded or other 
propery. Annuities, Policiee of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway, 
and other Shares, Bonds, Gierieal Preferments, Rent Charges,and 

all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 


M2; FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES for the present year will take place at the LONDON 
TAVERN, on the following days, viz.: 
Friday, April 13. Friday, J Saly 1 13. 

» May 11. Friday, August 10. Friday, November 16. 
Friday, June 8, Friday, September 14, | Friday, December 14. 
Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forwarded 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 

auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, &c., 

and printed cards of terms may be had. 


ree Sales of Freehold, Copyhold, ot Leasehold Estates, Shares 
‘ortgages, Reversions, Leases, Good wills, &c.—Established in 1844, 
MESSRS C. C. & T. MOORE respectfully inform 
the Public that their Monthly Sales of the above description of 
roperty are appointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, 
stad ond ill, on the following Thursdays in 1866 :— 
April 12th, | 


Friday, October 12, 





July oy temr.13th, November 8th, 
May 10th, | August December13th. 
June 14th, 


Particulars of property intended to be included in any of the above 
sales should be sent to the offices at least fourteen days prior, but 
longer notice is preferable. 

Auction Offices, 144, Mile-end -road, E., December, 1964. 


Absolute Reversion to seas part of £5,000 in the Three per Cent, 
Bank Annuities. 


ESSRS. BROOKS. & SCHALLER will SELL 

by AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, Change-alley, 
Cornhill, on WEDNESDAY, MARCH 28th, at ONE o’clock (unless in 
the meantime disposed of by private contract), the absolute REVERSION, 
upon the death of a waauer lady aged 77 years and a gentleman 63 
years, to ONE-FOURTH part of £5,000 in the Three per Cent. Bank An- 
nuities, standing in the name of the Accountant-General of the Court of 
Chancery, with benefit of survivorship to the remaining three fourth 


Particulars omer be obtained at Garraway’s; of 
Messrs. W OODBRIDGE & SONS, Solicitors, 8, Clifford's-inn, Fleet- 


street, E. 
and of the Auationsene; 25, Charles-street, St. James’s, 8.W. 


| hg a Sales AND HOUSES, Country and Town 
Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishi 
and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.—Mr. JAMES BEAL’S REGISTER 
the above, published on the Ist of each month, forwarded per post, or 
may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars 
the 28th of each 


9th, | October ilth, | 











ERSEY DOCK ESTATE.—LOANS OF 
MONEY. The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give 
NOTICE that they are willing to receive LOANS OF MONEY on the 
secarity of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Fifteen seitings per 
centum per annum interest, for perieds of Three, Five, or Seven Years, 
Intere warrants for the whole term, payable halt-yearly at the Bankers 
of the Board in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond, 
Communications to be addressed to George J. Jefferson, Esq., Treasurer. 
Dock-office, Liverpool. 
By order of the Board, JOHN HARRISON, Secretary. 
Dock-office, Liverpool, Nov. 16, 1865, 


BOROUGH OF LIVERPOOL, TO WIT. 
Joun Brince AsPINnaLt, Esq., Recorder. 


6 bane COURT of QUARTER SESSIONS of the 
PEACE for the Borough will be held in the Crown Court, St. 
George’s Hall, in the said Borough, on Friday, the Sixth day.of April 


next, at Ten o’clock in the Forenoon, 
WRIGHT, Clerk of the Peace. 
Clerk of the Peace’s Office, Liverpool, March 15, 1866. 


OLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING (Three Methods), 
by G. J. KAIN, F.S.S. 

Kain’s Triple Column System, 7th Edition, &: 

Kuin’s Single and Double Column Systems ia one volume), First issue, 
7s. 6d. Ciust published). 

Kain’s Rental System (bound up with each of the above). 
Kain, Sparrow, Witt, & Co., 69, Chancery-lane, W.C.; Watertow & 

Sons, London-wall, and through all Booksellers. 


ESSRS. HOOPER & SON’S extensive connec- 
iN tion with the Profession affords them the opportunity to intro- 
duce Gentlemen. seeking PARTNERSHIPS to Solicitors who, from 
nerease of business, retirement of partners, or otherwise, are desirous to 
form new connections. Vendor and purchaser are alike invited to 
register their requirements, for which no charge is made.—45, Fleet- 
street. 


OOPER & SON, 45, Fleet-street—Stamp Deeds 

free of charge, the Parchment having been supplied 4 them— 

Negotiate Partnerships—Introduce Clerks—Attend to every description 

of Agency business which does not require aid.—Hoorer & 
Son, 45, Fleet-street. 


oes repctly and FIRMS seeking PARTNERS 
are i nwecgad seyeenet Aa Messrs. Hooper pag th “ta 
£600 to £12,000.—45, et. 
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Gegal and General Vife Assurance Society, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 











AUSTIN, CHARLES, Esq., Q.C. 

BEAUMONT, JAMES, Esq. 

BIGG, EDWARD SMITH, Esq. 

BOLTON, JOHN HENRY, Esq. 

BRODERIP, FRANCIS, Esq. 

BRUCE, The Right Hon. Sir J.L. KNIGHT, Lord Justice. 

CHANNELL, The Hon, Mr. Baron. 

CHICHESTER, J. H. R., Esq. 

COOKSON, WILLIAM STRICKLAND, Esq. 

DUGMORE, WILLIAM, Esq., Q.C. 

FOLLETT, ROBERT BAYLY, Esq., Taxing Master in 
Chancery. 

FRERE, BARTLE JOHN LAURIE, Esq. 


Directors. 









GOULBURN, Mr. Serjeant, Commissioner in Bankruptey- 
GREENE, THUMAS WEBB, Esq., Q.C. 

LAMB, GEORGE, Esq. 

LEMAN JAMES, Esq. 

OSBORNE, JOHN, Esq., QC. 

PARKER, KENYON &., Esq., Q.C., Examiner in Chancery. 
PEMBERTON, EDWARD LEIGH, Esq. 

RIDDELL, Sir WALTER BUCHANAN, Bart. 

ROSE, The Hon. Sir GEORGE. 

SCADDING, EDWIN WARD, Esq. 

SMITH, The Hon. Mr. Justice MONTAGUE, 

TILSON, THOMAS, Esq. 


Solicitors. 


Messrs. DOMVILLE, LAWRENCE, & GRAHAM. 








EXISTING ASSURANCES,....csccccsssssseesseseees £9,040,000 
CORRESPONDING BONUS secssececsecscsccnsscees 425,000 
QLAIMS, &C., PAID .ccccscscccccsesccesveeeee ove 1,333,000 


INVESTED FONDS ceccccccssccscsccscsceccsccseeees 1,990,000 
ANNUAL INCOME ...c.ccccsccosceceree np nanan 170,000 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL ....-scccscscecseescseseees 1,000,000 





INCREASINGLY LIBERAL REGULATIONS have, from time to time, been introduced by the Society. The peculiar 
privileges now allowed by its Policies are fully stated in the Prospectus, which, with all other information, will be forwarded on 


application. 


NINK-TENTHS OF THE TOTAL PROFITS are in future to be appropriated to the Assured. The Books will close on 


81st December, 1866, for the next division. 


Applications through Solicitors are invited for advances upon, or purchases of, Life Interests or Reversions, in connection with 


Policies of Assurance to be granted by the Office, 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary, 











HE IMPERIAL MERCANTILE CREDIT 
ASSOCIATION (Limited). 
Capital Subscribed, £5,.000,000. 
Paid-up, £500,000. Rest, £75,000. 
Boarp oF Directors. 


- Cuaiswan— JOHN CARA Seas Director of the Union Bank of 


ondon. 
Xenophon Balli, Esq. 
E. J. Coleman, Esq. 
Mr. Alderman Dakin, Director of the Bank of London. 
James Dickson, Esq., Director of the Imperial Bank. 
P. D. Hadow, Esq., Deputy-Chairman of the Peninsular and Oriental 
Steam Navigation Company. 
J.0. Hanson, Esq., Director of the Nationai Provincial Bank of England. 
G. F. Holroyd, Esq., Director of the London, Chatham, and Dover Rail- 


way. 

J. G. Hombre, Esq. 

Captain J. Gilbert Johnston, Director of the South-Western Railway. 

G. G. Maepherson, Esq., Chairman of the Agra and Masterman’s Bank. 

W. Scholetield, Esq., M.P., Director of the Union Bank. 

Sir 2 = Scott, Bart, Director of the National Provincial Bank of Eng- 
land, 

H. Danby Seymour, Esq., M.P. 

Joseph Thornton, Esq. 

Alfred Wilson, Esq., Director of the Bank of London. 


M Zariff, Esq. : 
MANAGERS, 
Henry J. Barker, Esq., and T. Fraser SANDEMAN, Esq. 
Bankers, 


The Bank of London. 
The Union Bank of London. 

This Association makes ADVANCES upon approved Mercantile and 
other Securities, and RECEIVES MONEY on DEPOSIT at Interest for 
short or long periods, 

DEPOSITORS for periods of not less than three years may procure, on 
application at the Offices, Debentures of the Association, bearing interest 
° at aa! cent. per annum, payable quarterly by Coupon ‘‘to bearer” 
attached. 


W. C. WINTERBOTTOM, Secretary. 
27, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 


HE CREDIT FONCIER AND MOBILIER OF 
ENGLAND (Limited).—NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that the 
ORDINARY GENERAL MEETING of this Company will be held at the 
London Tavern, Bishopsgate-street, London, on Wednesday, the 25th of 
April, at Twelve o’clock (noon) precisely, for the purpose of receiving 
the Directors’ and Auditors’ Report and Balance Sheet, and for declaring 
a Dividend. 
The Transfer Books of the Company will be closed from 4 p.m. on 
Wednesday, the 18th of April, until 10 a.m. on Friday, the 27th April. 
By Order of the Court of Directors, 
; ALFRED LOWE, Secretary. 
17 and 18, Cornhill, London, March 21st, 1866, 





VHE GUARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSUR- 
ANCE COMPANY. 
ESTABLISHED 1821. 
No. 11, LOMBARD STREET, LONDON, E,0. 
Reduction of Fire Insuranc2 Duty. 
SunpscriBep CaPiTaL Two MIt.ions. 
Total Invested Funds upwards of £2,750,000. 

Total Income upwards of £320,000. 

Notice is hereby given that FIRE POLICIES, which expire at Lady 
day, must be renewed within Fifteen Days at this Office, or with the 
Company’s Agents, throughout the Kingdom, otherwise they become void. 
All insurances now have the benefit of the Reduced Duty of 1s. Gd. per 
Cent. For prospectuses and other information apply to the Company’s 
Agents, or to T. TALLEMACH, Secretary, 








LAW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. ‘ 


Chief Offices—126, Cuancery Lang, W.C. 
Subscribed Capital—ONE MILLION STERLING. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts. 
Chairman— Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr. Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.8. 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Subsciibed Capital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

The Business consists of the best classes of risks, 

lasurants will be allowed the full benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Subscribed Capital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

‘ Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869. At the Division of 
Profits in 1864, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to from 15 to 50 per 
—- Ld annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 

mitred, . 

Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, Reports of the Company’s Progress, 
and every other information, will be forwarded, postaye free, on applica- 
tion to any of the Local Directors or Agents of the aint or to 

FRANK McG@ DY, Secretary. 


6 ba GENERAL ESTATES COMPANY (Li- 

mited).—The DIRECTORS are PREPARED to ISSUE the 
DEBENTURE BONDS of this Company, bearing interest at 6 per cent. 
per annum, for terms of one, two, three, and five years. Applications to 
be addressed to the Secretary, at the offices of the Company, Lombard 
House, George-yard, Lombard-street, London, E C, 

By order, 

C, W. CARPENTER, Secretary, 


N ETROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY COM- 
PANY.— NOTICE is HEREBY GIVEN that no further sums can 
be received as payment in full in anticipation of calls, in respect of the 
scrip certificates of this Company, after Saturday, the 14th of April nex’, 
until further notice, DEVON, Chairman, 
6, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-street, S.W. 
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Gquity und Aaw Aife Assurance Society, 





CAPITAL, ONE MILLION, IN 


10,000 SHARES OF £100 EAOH, 


Fully Subscribed by 231 Members of the Legal Profession (a List of whom may be obtained on application). 





_ onal HON. THE — HIGH CHANCELLOR. 
T HON. LORD MONTEAGLE. 
THE RIGHT HON. THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE _ 


: THE RIGHT HON. THE LORD CHIEF BARON. 
THE RIGHT HON. SIR JOHN TAYLOR COLERIDGE. 
CHARLES PURTON COOPER, Esq., Q.C., LL.D., F.R.S. 


GEORGE CAPRON, Esq. 
DIRECTORS. 


GEORGE LAKE RUSSELL, Esq., Cuatnman. 
J. E. ARMSTRONG 
HENRY WILLIAM ‘BIRCH, Esq. 


JOHN WILLIAM HAWKINS, Esq. 
WM. EDWARD HILLIARD, Esq. 


JOHN M. CLABON, Esq., Derutr-CHalnman, 
W. BEN FORD NELSON, Esq. 
Hens gf yg 3 E, ced. 


HENRY FOX BRISTOWE, Esq. N. HOLLINGSWORTH, Esq. GEORGE W. K. POTTER, Esq. 
ROBERT J. P. BROUGHTON, Esq. i THOMAS HUGHES, Esq., M.P.’ THE Ag ADVOCATE. 
ANTHONY CLEASBY, Esq., Q.C. | JOHN ILIFFE, Esq. W. B. 8S. RACKHAM, Esq. 
JOHN ELLIS CLOWES, T. GLOVER KENSIT, Esq. GEORGE ROBINS, Esq. 
CHARLES J, DIMOND, Esq. | CHARLES HENRY MOORE, Esq. ALFRED H. SHADWELL, Esq. 
SIMON DUNNING, Esq. EDMUND F. MOORE, Esq. RICHARD SMITH, Esq. 


JOHN BOODLE, Esq. 
ELLIS CLOWES, Esq. | 


Solicitor—GEORGE ROOPER, 


AUSEres. 


ARTHUR H. BAILEY, E 
JOHN CHARLES TEMPLER, Esq. 


Esq., 26, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Medical Officer—W. 0. MARKHAM, M.D., 3, Harley-street. 
Actuary and Secretary—THOMAS BOND SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 





The NEW BUSINESS of 1864 comprised 190 Policies, insuring the 

fum of , en 645; and the Premium: received thereon amounted to 
£10,666 4s. 44 

The total INCOME of 1864 was £93 ,369, and the available ASSETS 
at the end of the year were £443,966. 

The EXPENSES of Management are now less than FOUR PER CENT. 
ch the Income. 

The realised PROFITS are ascertai ed every Five Years; and NINE- 
TENTHS of the whole are divided a: ong the Assured. As considerably 
more than one-tenth of the Profits is derived from Policies which do not 

in the Profits, it will be seen that THE AssURED HAVE GREATER 
ADVANTAGES IN THIS SOCIETY THAN IF THEY FORMED A MorTvaL Insvu- 
Rarce ComParr, dividing among themselves the whole of the Profits de- 
rived from their own Policies. 

The PREMIUMS are calculated for evcty half-year of age. 

’ At the DIVISION OF PROFITS to 3ist December, 1864, the sum of 
£62,961 Gs. was divided among the assured holding Policies for 





£1,339,608: and the reversionary bonuses added to the Policies 
amounted to £112,000. 

The Conditions of the Policies allow persons whose lives are insured to 
reside “5 travel in any part of the world distant more than 33° from the 


Equato 

‘Policies in the hands of third parties are not vitiated by suicide, or by 
the life assured transgressing the stipulated limits. 

NOTICES OF ASSIGNMENT of Policies registered and acknowledged 
without charge. PRINTED FORMS of notice of assignment furnished 
when desired, 

The Business of the Society includes the Purchase and the Granting of 
Loans upon the seturity of Life Interests and Reversions ; also the grant- 
ing of immediate Annuities. 

‘ bw usual Commission allowed to Solicitors on all Policies introduced 

t 

"The A Annual Reports of the Directors are regularly printed, with full 
accounts of the Receipts and Expenditure, and may be obtained by 
written or personal application at the O-fice. 





a at 5, 54, and 6 per CENT.— 
CEYLON COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Subscribed Capital, £750,000. 


Lawford Acland, Esq., Chairman. OT baa James Kay, Esq. 

Major-Gen. Henry Pelham aes =e P. Kennard, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq Patrick F. Robertson, Esq , M P. 
George Ireland, Esq. Robert Smaithe Esq. 

Manager—C. J. Baarnr, Esq. 

The Directors are to ISSUE DEBENTURES for one, three 
and five years, at 5, 54, and 6 per Cent. respectively. 

They are also prepared to invest Money on Mortgage in Ceylon and 
exponent g either with or without the guarantee of the Company, as may 


Applentions for particulars to be made at the office of the : sengany 
No. 7, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-street, London.—By ord 
R. A. CAMERON, Geosvtery. 


HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 

(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), Right Hon. 

Lord Naas, M.P., Chairman.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate Agents, 

Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Company 

advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of agricul- 

tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liqui- 
dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— 

1. Drainage, irrigation and warping, embanking, enclosing, clearing 
reclamation, planting for any beneficial purpose engines or machinery for 
drainage or or irrigation. 

2. Farm rosds, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farming 





purposes. 

3. Jetties or landing places on the east coast, or on the banks of navi 
gable rivers or lakes. 

4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
required for farm pu: , and the improvement of and additions to 
for farm purposes, 

Landowners asecesed under the provisions of any Act of Parliament, 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any Fema or general works 
of drainage or other improvements, may borrow + jonate share 
of the costs, and charge the same with the expenses of the lands ees. 

The Company will also uegotiate the rent-charges obtained by Land- 
owners under the Improvement of Land Act, 1644, in respect y/ their 
subscription of shares =e 4 a or canal company. 

No investigation of is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
financial character, a not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
— which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Commis- 

mers. 

Apply to the Hon. WILLIAM WAPIER, 
Pastiament-street, London, &.W. 





Manaying Director, 3, 


BOROUGH OF BRADFORD, IN THE COUNTY OF YORK. 

TTX.OWN CLERKSHIP.—The Town Council of Brad- 

ford are ope to receive applications from legally qualified 
Gentlemen, to fill the office of Town Clerk and Solicitor to the corpora- 
tion (rendered vacant by the resignation of Joseph on rp m2. at 
the yearly salary of £900, in addition to which the Council will provide 
and pay clerks and assistants. Applications for the office, accompa wonieh 
with testimonials, 5g be sent to me not later than the 3lst day of Mareh 
instant. Copies of the Report of the Finance and G 
Committee, upon the duties and salary of the office, may be obtained on 
application at the Town Clerk’s Office, Swaine-street, Bradford; and the 
appointment will be made upon the terms and conditions in 
such Report. OHN V. GODWIN, Mayor. 

Bradford, 13th March, 1866. 


j Ingle TRUSTEES, Insurance Offices, Charitable In- 

stitutions, Solicitors, Brokers, and the General Public.—MORT- 
GAGE DEBENTURES, registered at the Government Office of Land 
Registry, 34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., under the powers of the 
Mortgage Debenture Act, 1865, bearing 4 per cent. interest, are ISSUED 
for the sum of £50 and upwards, for terms of from one to ten years, and 
transferable by indorsement, 

The Mortgage Debentures are secured :— 

Ist. By the Deposit with the Registrar, in terms of the Act, of an cqual 
eugene, at least, of ey yo and rent charges upon real property, and 
of securities upon rates and assessments upon the rome and occupiers 
of real property, within the powers of the Act of Parliament. 

2nd, By the guarantee of the uncalled capital of £900,000, of the Land 
Securities. Company, Limited (the Lord Naas, M.P., President), of which 
£500,000 by the Act is ey A appropriated as additional security to 
the holders of the Bee atig ne tures, 

In every case a Statutory Declaration under the Act must be made 
and filed at the Office of Land Registry by a surveyor or valuer approved 
by the Government Inclosure Commissioners for England and Wales, 
that the advance made, including aj] previous incumbrances, if any, 
does not exceed two-thirds of the value of the estate charged. 

Registers of the Mortgages and other Securities, and of the Mortgage 
ore are kept in the office of Land Registry. 

e Registered yg + Debentures, of which no over issuc is 
penne. are indorsed by the Registrar as conclusive evidence that the 
requirements of the Act of Parliament have been complied with, 

Trustees having a general power to invest trust m in or upon the 
secutity of shares, stock, mortgages, bonds, or f ehmaree. of po acolo 
incorporated by or acting under the authority ot an Act of Parliament, 
are catharteed by the 40th section of the Act to invest in the Registered 
Mortgage Debentures, 

Apply to the Hon, WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Devestes, Land 
Securities Company (Limited), 4, Parliament -s treet, London, 8, 
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